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ſome indifferent ones, di- 
vers good ones; and one 
excellent Beok, his Demonſtration of 
the Exiftence and Providence of God ; 
found an Inclination in himſelf, that 
he could not reſiſt, of contriving 
a New Religion, or rather Impiety 3 
and of imputing, it to the Socinians. 
By whom he means (it appears) the 
Unitarians, | 
Thoſe in England, who call them- 
ſ:lves Unitarians, never were in the 
Sentiments of Socinus, or the Socini- 
ans. Notwithſtanding, as our Oppo- 
ſers have pleaſed themſelves in calling 
us Socinians, we have not always de- 
clined the Name : becauſe in inter- 
preting many Texts of. Scripture, we 
cannot but approve and follow the 
udgment of thoſe Writers, who are 
confeſſed. by all, to: be excellent Cri- 
ticks, and very _ As particu- 
larly (and chiefly) H#. Grotixs ; who 
it muſt be. granted, was Socinian all 
over : and D. Eraſmus, who, tho he 
lived conſiderably before Socinus, com- 
monly interprets that way ; and there- 
fore is charged. by Cardinal Bellarmine, 
as a downright. Arian.. 'Noz poterat, 
ſays the Cardinal, Arianam cauſam 
\ manifeftius propugnare. © Eraſmus could 
< not. more openly eſpouſe the Arian 


R.. Edwards after having 
M written ſome trifling Books, 


In Anſwer to Mr. Edwards. 


& fide, than he has done, in-his Notes: 
«< on the Fathers, and the principal- 
« Texts of Scripture. Pref. ad Libros 5.- 
de Chriſto. But tho, as I ſaid, we are. 
not Socinians, nor yet Arians; fee- 
ing Mr. Edwards has contrived a Creed- 
for us, under the Name of Socinians :- 
I will anſwer both directly and fincere- 
ly, concerning the: ſeveral Articles of- 
the Creed, which. he pretends to be 
Ours. 

As to the References, unto places in 
particular Authors ; where Mr. Ed- 
wards would have it thought, the Ar- 
ticles of that Creed are affirmed : I 
have examined. ſome of his principal- 
References, and can ſay of. '*em.z they 
are either Perverſions, or downright. 
Falſifications, of what the Authors +l 
ferred to) did intend.. Dr. Wallis, 
whoſe diſhoneſt Quotations out of the 
Socinians, have been deteſted by eve- 
ry Body, is hardly more blamable in 

atkind, than. Mr. Edwards; ſaving . 
that tl or being, as one rightly 
tells him, ſomewhat more than a Soct- 
nan, did but foul his own Neſt, by 
his Forgeries ,, bat we cannot-certainly 
ſay, what.is the Opinion of. Mr, . Ed- 
wards in the. great. Article, in queſtion 
among us... But come we to the Creed, 
which he ſays, is ours. - As I promiſed, 
I will anſwer to every Article of it, ſin- 
cerely, and directly. | 
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I. < I Behieve, concerning, the Scrip- 
© ture; .that there are Errors, Mif 
& takes, and Contradictions, in ſome 
<« places of it. That the Autho:ity of 
« {ome Books of it is queſtionable : 
« yea, that the Whale Bible has been 
<«< tampered with, and" may beth{ſpet- 
« ed to be corrupted. + 

That © there are Errors, Miitakes, 
© and'Contradiftions inthe Bible:, was 
never ſaid, by any that pretended to 
be a'Chriftian; if by 'the Bible, you 
mean the Bible, -as 'it came out of the 
bands -of the (inſpired) Authors of it. 
As on the other hand, that there are Er- 
rors, Miſtakes, or Contradictions in the 
valzar Copies of the Bible, uſed by the 
Charch 'of Rome, for inſtance, or the 
Engliſh Church, was never queſtioned 
by any Learned Man, of whatſoever 
Set-or Way, and leaft of all, can 
Mr. Edwards fay it. He has publiſhed 
a Book, concerning te Excellenc 
and Perfeftion of Scripture ;, in whic 
Book he'finds great Fault with onr En- 
gliſh Bible : he ſaith of it, in the Title 
of his 13th Chapter; © It is Farlty and 
« Defettove, in 'many places of the 
« Old and New Teitaments; and I 
< offer all along in this Chapter, par- 
« ticular Emendations, in order to ren- 
< der it more-exact and compleart. 

As tothe Hebrew, and Greek Copies 


of the Bible:; -'tis weli known, ſome 


-are more perfect, -and fome lefs: they 
differ very mach; for in'the Ofid Teſta- 
ment, the Hebrew Criticks have'noted 
Boo - various Readings; in the New, 
there are-many more. Mr.-G7egory of 
-Oxford, ſo much efteemed, and even've- 
. nerated'forhis admirable Learning, fays 
hereupon; and ſays it, cum Licentia 
| Superzorum + © Theres no Book in the 
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« World, that hath faffered fo much 
s by the hand .- cs as te Bible, 

reface, p. 4. Hz judged, and judged. 
truly ; that tho the firit Authors of Te 
Bible; were divinely inflructed Men : 
yet the Copiers, Pruifters, and Pub- 
liſhers in'foflowing Ages, were all of 
them Fall:vie Men; and ſome of them 
:l-deſigning Men. He knew thar all the 
Church-Hiftorians, and Criticks have 
confeſſed, or rather have warned us, 
that ſome Copies of the Bible, have 
been very much V ttiated by the hands, 
as well of the Orthodox, as of Here- 
ticks : and that 'ris matter of great Dif- 
fhculty, at this diſtance of time frum the 
Apofiolick Age, to aſcertain the true 
Reading of Holy Scripture, in all pla- 
ces of it. 

Yet we do not ſay hereupon, as 
Nir. Edwaras charges us; that the Bi- 
ble, mach lefs (as he imputes to. us) 
the hole Bible, is corrupted. For as 
to the faulty Readings, in the com- 
mon Bibles of ſome Churches, and in 
ſome Manuſcript Copies; the Provi- 
dence of God has fo: watched over 
this Sacred Book, that we know, 
what by Information of the antient 
Church-Hiftorians, and the Writings 
of the Fathers, what by the -early 
Tran/1ations of the Bible into Greek, 
Syriac and Latin, and the concurrent 
Teftimony of the more Antiont Ma- 
—_—— both who 'they were 
that mtroduced the corrupt Readings 
and what 1s the true Reading 'in all 
Texts of weight and confequence, tn 
ſhort, as to'this' matter, 'we agree with 
the Criticks .of other Secs and Deno- 
minations ; that tho1ll Men have often 
attempted, they could never effect, the 
Corruption of Holy Seripture : the an- 

tient 


tient Manuſcripts, the firſt Tran/ati- 
ons, 'the Fathers, and Hiſtorians of the 
Church, are ſufficient Directors, -con- 
cetning the authentick and genuine 


Scripture. 

Farther, whereas Mr. Edwards would 
intimate, that we reject divers Books of 
Scripture. On the contrary, we re- 
ceive into our 'Canon, all thaſe Books 
of ' Scripture, - that are received, or 
owned, by the Church of Exgland : 
and we rejet the Books, rejected by 
the Charch of England. We know 
well, that ſome Books, and Parts of 

oks, reckoned to be wrote by the 
Apoſtles, or Apoſtolical Men, were 
queſtioned z nay -were:refuſed, by ſome 
of the Antierits : but we concur with 
the Opinion of the preſent Catholick 
Church, concerning them ; for the 
Reaſons neey the Catholick Church, 
and which I ſhall mention by and by, 
in'the Reply'to my Lord-of Chichefer. 

I Mr. Edmards would bave 'truly re- 
preſented the Opinion of the Socinians, 
concerning the Scriptures he knew 
where to 'find it, and ſo expreſſed, as 
would have fatisfied every body. He 
knows, thatin their -brief Notes on the 
Creed of Athanafins; they have de- 
Clared, what is'their Senſe, in very un- 
exceptionable Words, viz. © The Ho- 

Scriptures are a Divine, an [:- 
bis falbble, and Compleat Rule, 'both of 
* Faith and Manners. Br. Notes, .1. 
The Church, neither requires, nor de- 
ſires, that they ſhould ſay more. 


H. © I believe, concerning God ; 
© that he is not a Spirit, S wa, 
© ſpeaking : but a fort of Body:; ſuch 


-< as Air, or ether is. Thatheis not 


CSF 


Reading, of doubtfal Places of Holy 


& Immenk, Infinite, - or every- where : 
<< preſent ; but confined to certain Pla- 
<« ces. That he hath no Knowledg of - 
< {uch future Events; as depend 'on 
« the Free Will of Man:: and that it 
« is impoſſible, ſuch things thould be 
<« foreſeen by him. That there 1s 4 
& Succefion, in God's eternal Durati- 
«< on; as well as in Time, which is'the 
© meaſure of cat Duration, which be-. 
< longs.to finite Beings. : 

That : Almighty  Gud is Tncorporeal, 
Onni-preſent, and 'Onni-ſcient ;. has 
nat -only .been confeſſed, but proved, 
by :the Unitarians of this Nation, 'm 
divers of their late Prints. As tothe 
other, that all. Duration ; that of God, 
as well .as of Creatures; conſiſts 7 a 
Saceefon, is affirmed by ſome learned 
Men of all Perſwaſions and Ways, as 
well .as by the Unitarians. It fthould 
ſeem, Mr. Edwards holds; that 'Ged 
poſleſſes eternal Life all ar once : that - 
Eternity is, -to God, one ſtanding per- 
manent Moment. St. fohn 1s of anc- 


[ther Mind, for he deſcribes the Durati- 


on of God, by a Succefhon ;, by was, 1s, 
and 5 to com. © Grace be to you, 
© and Peace, ſays he; from'him who. 
© ts, was, and 4 to come, Rev. 1. 4. 
'Tis undeniable :by any, 'but affeted 
Wranglers, that here the Duration of 
Gcd, hts Continuance .in Being, is di- 
{tinguiſhed by the threefold Succeſſion 
(was, is, and ſhall be) which is .com- 
mon to-all other Beings. Eternal Life 
poſſeſſed ail at once, is one of the mon- 
itrous Paradoxes, which our Oppoſers 
maintain ; for all that I fee, merely 
from .a Spirit of Contradiction : for it 
has no manner of .ground, either in 
Reaſon or Holy Scripture. I delire to 
know of 'em, how the Duration of 

God, 


God, is theleE perfe@ ; becauſe tis ſaid 
to conliſt in a Succeſſion, or what is the 


ſame, to be diſtinguiſhed by was, 7s, Pla 


and ſhall be : ſeeing *tis confeſſed, on a 
hands, that he carrieth all Perfections, 
into every Succeſlion of his Duration. 
But is it not a Scandal, that ſome U- 
_ nitarians of foreign Parts, have denied 
- the Spirituality Tor Incorporeity) of 
God ; his Omnipreſence, and Omni- 
Teience : ſaying, and contending for it, 
that he is a Body, with fuch Configu- 
ration of Parts as Men have ; conſe- 
quently, that he is in Heaven, inſpeR- 
ing indeed and governing all things, 
but by the Miniſtry of the ſeveral Or- 
ders of Angels; and that he doth not 
foreſee contingent Events; but only 
ſuch Events as are neceſſarily (not ar- 
+ produced by their Cauſes ? 
Doubtleſs ; but no more a: Scandal to 
the Unitarians, than to their Oppo- 
{ers : for they are Errors, which ſome 
of the Fathers (even the moſt Antient, 
Learned, and Pious of them) have de- 
fended as Truths. Nay, it ſhould 
ſeem ; they were ſometime the prevail- 
ing Opinions, in ſome Places : namely, 
when the Anthropomorphite Doctrine 
was: ſo zealouſly eſpouſed ; that the 
Hermits and Cznobites could not in- 
dure their Biſhops, if they but ſuſpeR- 
ed *em. of Origer's Doftrine, that God 


is 4 Spirit, without Parts, or Paſſions. 


And in denyi the Spirituality and 
Omni-preſence of God ; they muſt needs 
be underſtood, not to believe his (cer- 


tain- and abſolute) Preſcience, of con- 
tingent Events. About the. Year 400, 
when. almoſt every body concerned 
themſelves in condemning, and-depart- 
ing (as: far: as poſlible) from: the Opi- 
Rivns. of, Origen ;, 


the Anthropomor- 
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phite Doctrine, and its Conſequences,, 
were the Stand ard-Orthodoxy of many 
| and were Hereſy no where.. 
Even St. John Chryſoftom, at Conftanti- 
nople, hardly defended: the Fratres lon- 
& from the Proſecutions of Theophila,, 
Archbiſhop and Patriarch of Alexan- 
aria; who wasa profeſt Anthropomor- 
on, and had expelled the Fratres 
ongi for adhering to Origen's Doctrine, 
of the Spirituality and Omni-preſence 
of God. 

But as I ſaid, we not only diſlike, 
but utterly reje&t the dangerous: Do- 
Crine ; that God hath a. Body, is like 
to Man: together with its Conſe- 
quences: that he is neither Omni-pre- 
ſent, nor Omni-ſcient. It may as well. 
be ſaid, heiisnot atall : nay this latter, 
tho the Anthropomorphites ſee it not, 
ſeems to be implied. and included in the 
former, But we condemn not the Sche- 
chinah, or glorious Appearance of. God 
in Heaven, which learned Men hold, 
neither the ſpiritual Body of Chriſt, 


HI. © I believe farther, concerning 
© God; that there is no DiſtinCion of 
© Perſons, or Subſiftencies, in God. And 
© that the Son, and. Holy Ghoſt, are 
© not God-: the. former of them, being 
« only a Man; the latter, no other 
« than the Power, or Operation of 
* God. That there was nothing of 
* Afcrit,.in what Chriſt did, or ſuf- 
© fered ; that therefore he could not 
& make Satzsfattion for the Sins of the 
& World. | 

But Mr. Edwards too much miſtakes. 
The- Queſtion is not at all concerning, 
three Perſons, or three. Subſitencies, in 
God: but whether there are three In- 
finite Subſtances. three eternal Minas, , 
and 


and Spirits? We deny the latter, with 
the hls Catholick Church, againſt 
the Realifts: We never queſtioned the 
former, Perſons or Subſfencies 7, but on- 
ly as Perſons and Subſiftencies are taken 
or Spirits, Minds, and Beings. Who- 
ever denies this to be the true Faith, 
is (himſelf) a Heretick, and out of 
the Catholick Chnrch. But of this, 
more hereafter, in my Reply to the 
Biſhop of Chichefter, and to the Biſhop 
of Worcefter. wo 

But we ſay, Chriſt is only a 7an, 
and the Holy Spirit, only the Power of 
God. No, weſay; the Lord Chriſt is 
God, and Man. He is Man, in re- 
ſpe of his reaſonable Soul, and hu- 
man Body ; God, in reſpe& of God ir 
him, Or more ſcholaſtically, in reſpe&t 
of the Hypoſtatical (or Perſonal) Uni- 
on, of the Humanity of Chriit, with 
the Divinity. By which, the Catho- 
lick Church means, and we mean : the 
Divinity was not only reyfoncly aſliſt- 
ing unto, but was (and 25) always in 
Chriſt ; illuminating, conducting, and 
aQuating him. More than this, is the 
Hereſy of Eutyches; and leſs, we ne- 
ver held : tho we confeſs, that careleſs, 
or leſs accurate Expreſſions, may have 
been uſed by both Parties; of which, 
neither ought to take Advantage, 
againſt the other, when it appears there 
is no Heterodox Intention. 

That by the Spirit of God, is ſome- 
times meant (in Holy Scripture) the 
Power of God, carmmot be denied: but 
concerning the three Divine Perſons, 
we believe, as the Catholick Church 
believes ; that they are relative Sub- 
ſiftencies, internal Relations of the Dei- 

y to it ſelf. Or as the Schools explain 
Bos Original wibegotten Wildom or 
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have c 


Mind, reflex or begotten Wiſdom, and 
the eternal Spiration of Divine Love. 
But we do not think theſe Terms fit to 
expreſs that Senſe. 

But do you not fay; © There was 
* no Merit, in what Chriſt did, or 
* ſuffered: and that he could not 
«© make Satizfaftion for our Sins? He 
may for our Parts be Anathema, that 
teaches, or believes that Doctrine, We 
believe, that the Lord Chriſt by what 
he did, and what he ſuffered, was, by 
the gracious Acceptance of God, a true 
and perfet Propitiation for Sinners,- 
that repent, and turn to the good ways. , 


IV. In the next Article, he makes us 
believe a great many things; as that 
© the firſt Man was not created in 4 
< State of Uprightneſs. As if it were 
poſſible, that Men in their right Senſes, 
ſhould think; the firit Man was created 
a Sinner, 

That © by his Fall, Adam did not 
© loſe Righteouſneſs and Holineſs, which 
* are (part of) the Image of God. As 
who ſhquld fay, that by being a Sinner, 
” Faw not fin, or become unlike to 


That © Adam's Poſterity have re- 
© ceived no hurt, or ain, by his Apo- 
© ſtacy. As if you itould fay ; hs 
neither his bad Example, nor the Curſe 
that made the Earth ſo much leſs fruit- 
ful, was any hurr : and that the Re- 
bellion of an Anceſtor, no not againſt 
God, is no blot in his Family. I (hall 
grow quite out of Conceit, with thele 
Unitarians ; if they ſay many more, 
ſuch weak things. But in very deed, 
I imagine, Mr. Edwards had a mind to 
ged 'em more home ; when he 


does, We ſhall conſider what to ary 


{wer. 
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-Fver. I am of cpm, that in. this 
-part of the Article, he-is ſomewhat 
aſhamed of his own. Doctrine: and 
that he feared to make, himſelf, arid 
Party, -ridienhous; by: a-'clear and: 
«diſtin&t' Repreſentation, of their "Opi-" 
nion. —_—_— EE 

- That © Mankind, notwithſtanding ; 
'& Adam's Fall have by Nature ap, Abi-; 
« lity ts defite. and anbrace al ſpicitu- 
&« al Good; and to avord. all that 1s 1in- 
"< ful ,on. vitious.,, They are hold. Bri: 
tans, What, imbrace all. the. Gofpel- 
Precepts,, by-mere Natwre.: When 'tis 
-not poſtible, ſo much as to know divers 
»of theta, but by Revelation Divine ? 
And- can: they avoid too all.that is viti-' 
- ous, by -only Natzre.? In good truth, 
they are better, and fironger, by Na- 


'ture,; than-ever I hope to- be, in this. 


Life, by the (faper-added) Grace 0 
-the Goſpel. But here again, he did not 
ſtrike ' home 3 | he ' intended 'more than 
he darſt ſay : and he durſt not-fay it; 
eſt we ſhould ak him; whether he- 
believes the juſticontraty ? _. 

. That © there is no need of the Spi- 
« -rit, tv repent, believe, and perform 
ic religions Ats. *Tisa ſerious Point. 
We anſwer with St. Paul ;, the Spixit 
HELPET H our Infirmities, Rom, 8. 
26. "But we judg, for 'all that ; the 
Holy Seriptare -giveth no: occaſion ito 

any, to. turn Enthuſiaſts and to re- 
ſolve the whole Duty we owe, and maſt 
-perform to God, and to' our Netgh- 
| bour ; into preternatural Impalſes,, as 
:if we were Machines, and not Mem. 
Qr Puppets, moyed by inviſible Wires; 
not Men, thaz' act :by their own Reaq- 
Fen, arid: Choice, 


» That © Nien: are. Rightea:zs before 


<<. God.; not, by.the Merit of Chriſt : 


"< of the Fathers. 


« but, by their own good . Works, 
We anſwer, with all. but Antinomians, 
and the more rigid Calviniits:. the Me- 
rit of Chrift is not reckoned to us, with- 
out'good. Works of our own. But I 
am. not .certain, that the: Calviniſts or - 


 Antmommans weuld. not afſent- to this. 


Propofttion, or not allow it to: be. Qr-. 
thetox | et, 
'V. Another Branch” of our Creed, 
according to Mr. Edww ds, runs thus :* 
©* 1 believe concerning. a future State. 
«© that the Souls: of the Deceaſed have. 
** no-Knowledg, or Perceptibn of 'any- 
** thing : they are not fenlible - of any 
** 'Rewards, or Pains ; and their yery. 
* Nature is abſo;pt. | OT 
_ That; -at Death, the Soul as well as. 
the Body /ieeps, was, an .Errar of fone . 


- of the moſt antient Fathers, as well'as 


of ſome Unitarians. But neither of 
them ſaid, as Mr. Edwards. pretends, 
that.in Death the very Nature. of the: 
Soul is abſorps : they both. held, that, 
there is a' ReſurreQtion of the Soul, as. 
well as Body. But why does, Mr. Ed- 
wards impute that Opinion. to #s ;,'when, 
he had read. (for he quotes the Book). 
in the firſk Part of the Conſaarration; on 
the Explication of the Trinity, what is. 
our Senſe of this Matter? The Words 
there, at p.33. are theſe: © This Error 
©. was common to Socinxs, with forme" 
Thelearned Mr. Dx. 
« P;# has, noted, .in his Abridgment 
« of the Fathers; that Juſtin Martyr, 
& Frenevs, Minatins Felix, and Ar- 
& zobirs, were in this Sentiment. There 
<«< was 'no-Reaſon'to objet thiz, to.Ss- 


*< cinws.;, as if it were a peculiar Opi- 
*«. nion of his : much leſs to the Engliſh 


< Unitarians, 'who” never defended it ; 
'« nor 
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iy with 'Stc- Ps 
_ the' Dead ras WH 
and with that Bodies do they cots ? 
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has vas eotnitiit 
:- in: divers, Pethaps 
We riſe't) " Infants 


or lame, Of Heap, 
+d; this 'inty" fo 


mperfe&tions. Far- 
refent Body (Phyfici- 
ers fayY is in a. conti- 
Parts of if; internal 


as well as bl: © 
and are confinlly jonny They 


ung 197 taken in, 


that Jball © ſe 
; not in - 
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aps / exaQts fore thai 


SETS 
the 'E 3 yetio t altogether 


riſe that is; Anary aft 'or #1- 
ternal Doors of Wears Weikreſke, 


- © puniſhed; and. 


- ©. over; 


) 
” ein 
and are continually 


the Perſpiration, that is con- 
bebo t prong ——— 
y. the 


0 Blood; Spirits, Fleſh,  and:-Bomes. 


nos als Qi Fr in theſe :Mat- 
 texs 
- fame, as 
.of it, this þ or gti ame 
kat IT 


that Man's Body. is the-vet 
26 to: the! Mlbedn ard KMGd, 


and will be _ next Year : 
a Popping ny 
preſent Year, 


ny corey Yeats | bo: "If Mr. 


for” by- the Reſarrection of: = nk 


- Body, the Clhirch intends only ; that 


the fame, as a Man 
the Flax of his Pane is 
was :feven 


'tis as truly 
with; 


incorechvably better : 


vi «-] believe, that at the Day of 


 Judgjiietit; Meir thall not be zeq d 
© to &ve-ati Account of this: 
«the jhoſt 


itrous Sirmers han 


TY : only hay berg; ſhall be 


their Paniſhment :is 
© this, to utterly ceaſe, or perith, for 
The tmquenchable Fire-is no- 
© thing bit Amibilation. - 

F do not know, that the. Scriptures, 
of he Catholick Church, do require 


& be examine 
&« of their paſt 


' any to belixye;- "_ Sinners ſhall be 


. CXL4b= 
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examined Fe Genel Jn Life, jo 
| Da en ent. Io 
1 ge hb _ Doth the all- 


EP to-be informed, 


rs of their 


- Guilt? rg the Perſon is to be ſeveral- 
concerning, the Particy- 


ly examined, 
ref his Ce nn the Day of 
extend it felf to many 


rm pr Ages more, than the whole 
Dreatien of the: World, from its .Be- 


inning to its tion. It 
Mr. 


_ we are to © ſuch a 
| Scenes at the Judgment by Ro as at 
a common A N Gann on _ 
contrary 3/ that Expreſſions 
ards;. er they; are found in 


or-Re- 


a -that every, one ſhall be 
& the Holy Jadg, nd. com- 


hich it may 
nee, tha (for. us); thus; rico he 
ible Eire is nothing. bug- Annie: 


ſhould therefore. th 


and - Theſe ſay, that 


an 'of his 
it woe Poietr, 


intended as real De- . 
| SaV;Our-6 


ties. Others, 
id. . ſome (it may be, the mofQ), 
| rg, 


| everlaſting Life of. Belles and the 
at the: Reſurrection ;, as is- 


" the Impenitent in Hellfire, 


©© 1:07... What the Scriptures have ſaid, 
concerning the Puniſhment of the Wick: 
ed after the Reſurre&ion, is not fo- 


clear ;, but that the Opinions of bans 


ed Men, Fathers and | Maderns, ha 
been fery different, about it. Non 
(of which Number is. Or:ger,. the m 


: conſiderable of the Ante-Nicenes)- held, 


that not only wicked 


De will 
pt TE 


ONS but the hd 


ey us age Mos 
ey; will pardoned. be 
admitted: to anew. Trial of thei Beha- 
viour,:and' may attain to Blefſedneſs. 
Man being a reafona- 
ans is therefore a docile, or teachable 
Creature z, -and- it. not looking proba- 


= that the. Wiſdom of, God? ol loſe 


Creati Pata 5 bring 
t to 


t Th Lang 
e by. Puni EE TE, 
God will reclaim. the. Bad, wil be ec 
and con me 


among hom, hay ty 
nitarians, have th + Bat 
teous are rewar 


impenitent Wicked pani(h' 
qucocable Fire; which wi {wholly de. 


ny RE n: why ce Primer by by 


Hell-fire is called eternal. Death in Ho- - 
ly Scripture. et ; pn more . current 
Opinion, among all minations of 
is; that. aB, Puniſhment of 
is called . 
Death : not becauſe it utterly. (Ives | 
the Life of the Sufferer ; but. -- 


(11) 


*%is-2-continual and endleſs Dying. The 
extreme. Pains of ; Hell, may., well 


called, -an everlaſting Dying, or an eter- - 
nal., Death: tho the Sufferer. is never : 


K a Creature. 


[1 do ot find any thing in the Book 
of the. Engliſh Unitarians, concerning 
theſe Opinions; they may hold as. va- 
rioully -concerning 


anſwer for them, .by what I judg 
of em, by Converſation with 'em : | 1 
would Gy We SPProne the Doctrine 
delivered by Archbiſhop F. Tillotſon, in 
a Sermon before her late Majeſty, 
happy, Memory, | ar, ch 7, 168g. on 
Mat, 25-46. WIEN er 
by their Majeſties ſpecial Command. 
VIIL.: © I believe, -as;to-Chriſtianity 
< it ſelf; that every thing in it is to 
< be ſubmitted to the. -DiEtates of hu- 
< nan Reaſon ; and that there are no 
<< Dodrines in it, that are myſterious. 


Neither of. theſe ; was, ever. ſaid, by 


any. Unitarian; and all our Prints, more 
particularly thoſe in the EngliſhTongue, 
are expreſs : that there are many things, 
as well in Religion, as Nature, 

are far above the Capacity of the hu- 
man Reaſon, to declare or underſtand 
the manner of *em ;, or how they ſhould 
be what, we either ſee, or are inf ally 
taught, they are. We never pretend- 
ed, that the human Reaſon is the Mea- 
ſure of Truth, as Mr. Edwards and 
Mr. Norris charge us; fo that what 
our Reaſon does not comprehend, we 
will not believe on any other Evidence 
whatſoever. We never ſaid it, or 
thought it ; we rejet no Doctrines 
but ſuch as are contrary to Reaſon : and 


-of that, I will ſpcak fully, in the An- 


em,. as the Chri- 


ſtigns of: «ther Denomiyations. - But if 
I glay 


-- which Sermon'wasPrinted: 


A 


. the Law ; when he ſays, it isin 


fer to. Mr. De Lyzancy. 


IX. © As to Divine Worſhip, I be” 


-< lieve;. it may. be Hoe to another, 


who 1s but. 


But we have diſayowed nothing more, 
in- all our Prmts, than giving Divine 
Worſhip to any, but only God : that 
tis a marvel to me, that Mr. Edwards 
ſhould impute} to us,.ſuch a Dodrine ; 
we have ſcarce an Engliſh Print, where 
we do not expreſly oppo it. | 

.Nor do we reckon of theLord Chriſt; 


of as but a Creature : I have faid before, 


He is God, and Man. The Divinity 
doth ſoinhabit the Humanity of Chriſt 
o exert in it, . the moſt. glorious 

s of Ontnipooe and Omniſci- 
ence-:- that if others have been called 
God, becauſe they. 'repreſented God; 
Chriſt is to be fo called, becauſe he ex- 
hibits God. 


X. © TI believe, Prayer was not re- 
© quired, under .the Old Teſtament. 
he Lord's Day. is a ceremonious 
« Obſervance, aboliſhed by the. Go- 
© ſpel. There is no ſpiritual Bleſſing 
* conferred in the Uſ of the Sacra- 
* ments. Baptiſm is an uſeleſs Rite ; 
* and the Baptiſm of Children, alto- 
* gether vain..' There is no diſtin& 
* Function or Office of Miniſters, in 
« the Chriſtian Church: the very 
* Lord's Supper it felt may be admi- 
© niſtred by a private Perſon. 

I. think, Mr. Edwards is in the right, 
again(t thoſe (Fang ſuch there were) 
who denied, that Prayer was a Duty 
or Precept of the Old Tenamnent and 

Law 5 WI uded 
and implied in the general Precepts of 
B 2 Feax- 


__ {18 ) 


Fearing, Serving, or Worſhipping 
we I. as, = out, guts 3p rhe NT yet Ax- 


Lards- AT ve te Gofet 
He 


for it © 


meant, I ſuppoſe oh S 
or Sab IN aboliſh hes nd 


Church, that the Seventh-diy-Sabbath 


was CRT. 'and'is: Jo Te: 


— 


may better 
Sabbath # 'rray 


rhecy: 


yate Opinion, - about ei 
Fn Ye the Lordfeday ;. 3, 


in. 


eyer-| 


ſhe, Qt taker! away. In 
rakth Unitarians hold no 
rt & 


is no Dadinance of God, but the rn 

ous and deyout Probes | 

draws a Bleſijng on the Doer. 
many | 


arrant from 
I I o not know, 
"thing more than a 
fed ral Rite, by which we are initi- 
> into the Chriſtian Religion ;, or 
Holy Stepper any thing _ 
a Commemoration | of the" Sacrifice. FF; 
Obrift ; offering himſelf to asan, 
Atonement for repenting, Sinners. I 
__— not 'to what p ſo many ſu- 
ſtitious Books are written ; to teach 
Poole, how to prepare themſelves for 
the Memorial Supper : when' an ho- 
neſt Intention, and- a reverent Perfor- 
marce , are ſufcient both Prepa- 
rations,” and. Qualifications, for, and 


ptilm is any 


God. in; 
"Y 


to be the. DoRrine Mel ego eh: Sn 


; rhe Fn Day} an thee! Rs” mk 


E nn, XX of 
9 5 ri 
Fans © WAEK Iii he ate, 


Soerdf his Plomn ESE: | 
acrifice. "ond more a Car 
than 'z 7,98 more of the Hoty oo. 


' Bleſſd-Memory, eff a-dying Saviour. 
Theſe were e bifrders, and Irre 
/ larities, © which hey. were. 
' to examine Be and thereby 
avoid an un y \ Emin, 
and the CR of it. 
We do not OM 


« leſs Rite; - or tha 
<« Children is ders yan, on tier 
the Wiſdom: of God has inted to/ 
all- Nations, is not to be uſe- 
leſs ; tho we our ſelves. \avr not the 
Ltfes of it : and it is Uſe enough, that 
this Sacrament is an initiating Rite. 
Nor is it a good Exception, gor | 
this Sacrament's being continued ſtill, 
that ow People are Chriſtians by Edu 
cation : ſeeing there is the ſame Reaſon 
for its Continuance, as' for its Inflitu-- 
tion ;, namely, a ſolemn, publick and: 
og Initiation, inta the Religion of 
eſus 
And this may in ſome ſenſe be done 
in Infancy, by the Intervention of Un- 
dertakers, commonly called Godfa- 
thers; and how it can be done with- 
aut 
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out *em, I ſee not. But it is without 
all reaſon, that Parents. 
admitted to be Und 


not DO 


others canmot, or eannoteaily be had, 
It were we ks, if the Mint 
ſter. a ch ; (together 


by their Place and Office, and it were 
yet better, .if-the whole Church under; 
took for the Infants: Morcover, where 
TanecBige ies is the QCuftom of the 
C : Confirmation (or the Perſon's 
taking upon. himſelf the Cov an 
Promiſes, that were made in his Name, 
by-his Undertakers): ought to-be.as bt: 
tle:negleted as Bapriſza : nay the. Per- 
ſonicannot- be ſaid, to 

iſtian, 'or to .be Chriſtianly bap- 


Chriſtian, "ap 
tizd, till heis Confirmed; that is, bas 


pablickly taken upon him{elf, his Bap- 
tiſnal Engagements. : 
Laſtly, As to-that, 4 I belicye there 


< is.no diſtin  FunQion. or Office of. 


<. Miniſters: and the very Lord's-Sup- 
<- per may be adminiſtred by aprivate 


< Chriſtian. 

I anfiver for my If, and the many 
Unitarians; there is a threefold Di 
ſtinion of Church-Officers, by them- 
ſelves modeſtly called Adrmifters; name- 
ly, Biſhops, Presbyters (call'& Prieſts) 
and: Deacons. The former were of 
Divine Right : the other of Apoſtolical 
Tnftitution only, and that-too (as appears 
from Atts 6, 3, 4.) not by any particu- 
lar Inſpiration, but meerly on Motaves 
of Prudence and Charity. Theſe three 
Orders are of that Antiquity, and 
Univerſality ; that as foo as, and where- 
ever, Chriſtianity was. young the 
Churches were governed after this 
Form. A Form received among all the 


ers; when ti 


adminiſter the Sacraments : and 


be a compleat 


Secs of Chriſtians, as well as. by the . 


be ſounder part of *em, called the Church, - 
Mo br m, 


F wn, in a Cafe of Neeeffity, 
introduced & new fort of Church-Ad-: - 
miniration. Theſe are they, towhom 


oy (except in Cafe of Neceſfty, any 


as the Reformation was) it | 
to in- 


ſtruct and exhort publickly. But what 


nder; . makes, a Caſe of Neceſſity, is a Queſtion 


by it elf; on which Iam not obliged to 
enter ; I with the Church had not given, / 
and may never give cauſe to the Unita-. 


d rians; either by Excluſion, or Perfecn- 


tion, or unlawful Terms of Commu- 
niog.z, to have recourſe to Mr, Calvir's, 
Expeclicnt. | 


XL © As to Moral Points, T believe 


« that Qficious Lies ate lawful ; the 


«© Motions of Concupiſcence, not vitt- 
{© ous; idle or ob{cene Words, Ghat- 
* tony,Drunkennefs, Riot, Luxury,and 
<«« 1mpure Deſires and Luſts, were not 
<« forbiddentill Chrif's time, By OF= 
cious Lies are meant thoſe Falſities, that- 
do. good to ſome, without doing any 
hart to 'others. As when the Hebrew 
Midwives made Pharaoh believe, that 
the Hebrew Women were ſo quick, that: 
they were (commonly) deliverd of 
their - Children., before the Midwife 
could come to them ; and thereforg 
there was not Opportunity to firangle 
their Children, as they' came f29-- in 
from the Womb. So alſo, when Da- 
wid eſcaped from Saul, by the Contri. 
vance of his Wife Michal ;, and” Saul 
was therefore angry with his Daughter 
Michal : Sheifaid, David threatned to 
kill her, if ſhe 1d not agree ro, and ' 
aſliſt his Eſcape, And Janathan excu- 
Kd the Abſence of Dayid, by Jeigning 


-that.David had asked his leave toaſliſt 
.at the yearly Sacrifice, made by his 


29.. Exod. i. 19, To Officions Lies, 
ong alſo Compliments; 'very low 
Bowings, and reſpeRful Carriage, to- 
-wards Perſons for whom we really have 
not the Kindneſs, or Regard, of which 
we make ſhow by thoſe external (and 
falſe) Significations. -I_ think, it ma 
excuſe Yolkelius, whom Mr. Edwards 
Cites upon this ur of his Charge 
-that the Officious Lies of the Midwives 
of Michal and Jonathan, are related 
in Scripture, - without blaming them : 
they are not cenſared by the Inſpired 
Writers; they are told by the Prophets 
-C Moſes:and Samuel) without the leaſt 
Sjgnification that they were Sins. Yol- 
kelius might infer from hence, that the 
Texts which forbid Lying and Falſe- 
-neſs, are intended of ſuch Lying as is 
hurtful, and prejudicial to another : and 
*that what does no-hurt, can be the Sub- 
je& of no Law. To forbid what helps 
ſome, even to the ſaving of Life, or 
Goods, without any wrong or hurt 
to another ; why ſhould any Lawgiver 
forbid it ? Notwithſtanding, I think, 
Mr. Edwards ſays well ; © If once 
< ſich Dofrine is commonly taught, 
<< 21] Lies will be reckoned ſome way 
< or other Officious ;, and Truth and 
<« Sincerity Will be baniſht from the 
-«« Earth. 
« The Motions of Concupiſcence, 
& :re not vitious or ſinful, By Concu- 


piſcence is meant ſome unlawful Deſire, 
or Inclination, ariſing in:the Mind, but 
not conſented to, or put into practice. 
Methinks, fo far forth as fuch Motions 
in the Mind, are voluntary; they 
Jhould rather be called Frailties, than 
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© Gluttony, Drunkenneſs, i 
'© fires, not forbidden by the Law, and; 


Sins : and the diſapproving, and re- 


fiſting th ſhall d | 
Family, 1 Sam. 19. 17. I Sam. 20. 6, God.” Ty off (peng wes. 


Concerning < obſcene Words, Riot, 
mpure De- 


© not ftrictly unlawful, till rohibited 
© by the Goſpel : We are __ much 


concerned, in ſuch a Diſputez it being 


confeſt on all hands, that they areforbid | 
inthe Wanager .the New Teſtament. 
Notwithſtanding, I wonder, that any 
ſhould fay, they are not prohibited: in 
the Moſaick Law. Some of them were 
puniſhable with Death, by that Law : 
as Gluttony- and Drunkenneſs, by. the .. 
Law at Dext. 21. 20. \ Luxury, Riot, 
Luſt, and ſuch like, are contrary to the 
Good of a Man's Children, and of him- 
ſelf; or of his Neighbour, and the 
Commonwealth: and therefore are 
(implicitely) forbid by that Command- 
ment, at Lev. 19. 18. which requires, 
that a Man ſhquld love his Neighbour, 
as himſelf, I do not:love my Neigh- 
bour, as my felf, if I am guilty” 
of Luxury or Riot, by which ny Heir, 

and the Poor are defrauded : or if I am 
guilty of Ambition, Covetouſneſs, or 
Luſt; by which I ſpoil, or grind, or 
wrong my Neighbour. Nay, Luſt, 
Riot, Exceſs, Covetouſneſs, do unfit 
us, and very much, for the Service of 
God, and for the honeit and honoura- 
ble Diſcharge of our Station, whatſo- 
ever that be, in the Commonwealth ; 
therefore they are implicitely forbidden, 
by all thoſe Commandments of the 
Law, that require either the Fear, Re- 
gard and Service of God, or the Wel- 
tare and Eſteem of our Neighbour, 

or ſelves. 


All. © Con- 


XII. © Concerning Magiſtrates, I 
&© believe, tis not lawful for them, un- 
© der the Goſpel; to inflit Capital 
<« Puniſhment ( Death) on any Offer- 
« ders; no not on Murderers. This 
was the DoQtine, of divers of the Fa- 
thers, of the 3 
of them believed otherwiſe. Nay, 
they added, it is not lawful- to go to 
War, as a Souldier ; or to affiſt at Ex- 
ecutions; or even to defend a Man's 
own Life, by any ſuch reliſtance, as 
will take away the Life of the '(injuri- 
ous) Aggrrior The Reaſon they gave 
for this [aft was; that by killing a-Per- 
fon, who attempts to murder me, he 
is diſpatched out-of the World without 
Repentance, and therefore "is certainly 
damned : 'but the Chriftizz by being 
killed, loſes: only this Life ; and enters 
upon a blefſed Immortality. Some 
Unitarians have been of* this mind ; 
while others have written againſt the 
whole In. ſhort, it is not 
their Doctrine ns VUnitarians ; for ſome 
"of them have held it; while - others (I 
believe the moſt) diſallow it.- 


XIH. © Concerning ſome other 
« Points, I believe, as the Church o 
<« Rome believes; for we agree wi 
<«< them, in ſeveral Points of DoQrine. 
What theſe Points are, he tellsus at Ch. 
9. from p. 201. namely that ſome things 
were {aid by our Saviour, by way only 
of Monition or Counſel, not- of Com- 
mand.: That we Meri 
Life ; and' may be perfet. That all. 
Sins are not damnable.' That the 
Prayers of the Living 'may help the - 


Dead:: Nay the Author of the Confi- - 


derations, on. the. Explications of. the-- 


\ 
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firſt Apes; ſcarce any ' 


by a- good 


Trinity , ſpeaks favourably. of Tran- 
ſubſtantiation. Þ 

Let us begin at the foot of this Ac 
count. The Author of the Conſiderations, 
1s no otherwiſe- favourable, to the Do- 
crine of Tranſubſtantiation, than by 
is Soo it: © *tis only a Philoſophi- 
«© cal-Error, or Folly ;; not an Impiety, 
page 21. And again, at page 22, © *Tis- 
«© 4 Miftake, into which the Papiſts 
© have been cozened, by the Philoſo- - 
& phy of- Arifotle., Wonld Mr. Ed- 
wards think, a Man favoured the *Do+ 
Erines, in his Books;-if he called them - 
Miſtakes, Errors, and Follies? Mr, Ed- 
wards finds Impiety, Irreligion,' Athe- - 
iſm, and what not, in all Doctrines, 
and -all Authors, he diſlikes : - We are- 


not ſo dextrous. We ſometimes think; . 


that we ſpy an Error, or Miſtake ; and ; 
ſometimes it ſcems 4o groſs, as' to de- - 
ſerve the Name of-4 Folly: but ts call 
it Impiety, Irreligion, Abnegation © of 
Chriſtianity ; how much ſoever Mr.Ed- 
wards delights in it,. and makes it his - 
conſtant Practice, as well- in Preaching 
as Writing; - we- cannot approve- the - 
Example, it being always contrary to - 
7 rity, Good Manners, and Trath.-: 
* The Prayers of the-Living may 
© help the Dead.: There is no Tn 
pou —_— nor (I think) any fo- - 
id ground in Reaſon, for ſuch a Belief. 
Mr. Edwards quotes for it, but-one So- - 
cinian-Writer, nor is- that Author-po- | 
ſitive, in the Caſe. He-only ſays; . 
«< Thoſe-who believe 2 middle State of - 
© the Dead,- dowell-to rg vo hs ma p 
That is, in cafe you ſuppoſe, beſides Hea- 
ven and Hell, {ome-middle places where - 
Souls-may: repent and reform; or where - 
they havenotyet received their. Doom : 
xt is-Charity, to-intercede by our-Pray- - 
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ers, for them ; as much as we a 
for the Living, TI believe, he is the only 
Writer of his Sec that can be charg- 
ed with any fuch thing: but'we have 
it GaPy veins \ Concerning a late Arch-Bi- 
Canterbury, Dr. Sheldon, that A 
he EA for the Dead, in his daily ed 
Prayers. But what one particular Man 
does, or ſays, ought not to be 1mputed 
to e Party; and re to 
his whole Party ; and reported 
the World as an Article. of their 
Cree 
« All Sins are- not damnable. A 
< Chriſtian way Merit, by his good 
< Works; andi may be " perfett. SMe- 
it and Perfeion may be truly, or 
fally fad, of the Works and Life of 
Setin the Tor 2 Og as 
Inver et the ErMS, Merit and 
41 T *min the ſenſe, that 
Proteſtants uſe 


Heaven, and of an 5 everlaſting: 
nor was anyMan perfe&,or without Stn; 
_— that Lamb o fe "H who taketh 

the Sins ef the the op rip 


for eſa | —_ aSit is —_ 

to. Ov and Frailties, . but) 
tQ 4 wilful invgng our ſelves, in par- 
ticular Sins. . In this | Senſe, every fi < 
ccre Chriſtian both is Per- 
fect. : Yet I own, divers Unitarian 
Writers done Ginke e either too loolly,, 
CE too! in y: on the Point of Per- 
fection ;, but tes: have; been. as much 
oppoſed, by: fme.of their own Num- 
ber. The 


ſame cannot be ſaid, con- 


the diſtin&i 
or 


em; no Man can me- . 
rit of God, the infinite Recompences of 


- mities, 


cerning the diſtintion of Sin, into 
Mortal and Venial ; for our Peopleare 
poſitive and unanimous, that as St.Fohy; 
words this Matter, there :s Sin, which 
i not unto Death, 1 Joby F. 16. God 
re they fay, ath not appoint- 
e wid our Frailties and Inad- 
vertencies z, but for our Contemmpts, and 
We Breach of his Laws. 
© Some things {aid by our Sarong, 
are Counſels, to. ſuch. as wonld be 


et; not ablolute indiſpenſible 
he - all the Fanhfl wih 
on. . He quotes for this, 
an an ep "%, of one ſingle Sock 
man Writer ; never was eſpouſed 
in that matter, by any of his Part 
We judg, intion of Courſe 7 
Is a great_and very 


dangerous Prefina tion', a Backdock, 
9s x hw => 2 


Do- 
els for the Pe os, and 
probable of, Coy 2. furniſh y moſt 
agate Wretch in the Wor 4, with 

tes, for this: very wee Enot- 


T y ther al I believe, tho- the 
<« forefaid Articles are al neceſſary, to 
g « 2. a ie uqoubgy xpeerheÞ oy ct the Be- 
« 1 only enough, 
« > Mana a «Cir: an and 
(7: #6 25 the. 

«Ks EL. þ 

&« be God,or Man ,, or whether he ſatis- 
< fied. Divine Juftice for onr Sins by 
« by Death : only, that a Man of 
«© Nazareth was ordained, and ſent 
« of God, to be a $auior. I Tee, all 
Mr. Edwarg*'s Calts-teeth. are not yet 
out of hus. Head 5, he .cannot forbear, 


dealing ſometirnes in ny and ig 
| t 


but 1 muſt (friouſly) deſire him, to 
name me any Socinian or Unitarian 
Writer, that ever ſaid; no more is re- 
Ppired to make .a'Chrift;ar,. but only 
that he believe, . that Feſwus #5 the 2Meſ- 
ſias. vThe Truth | 
Mr. Edwards has been lately very 
much. foiled, firſt by 'a Learned Gen- 
tleman, then by a Divine of the Church 
of England , upon this Queſtion : 
© Whether it be. of the Efſence of a 
« Chriſtian, as a Chriftian, to afſent 
« to more than this one Article, that 
« Feſrzs is the Mefgas, ſent by God to 
« inftrutt and (ave. the World ? They 


do not doubt, that 'tis a Chriſtian's 


Duty, to learn (by degrees) all the 
other Articles of the Chriſtian Creed, 
and to' belieye them ; but if he hath 
attained, or (by occaſion of Tmpedi- 
ments of any ſort, that were not cauſ- 
ed by his own. Negligence, or Perverſ- 
neſs) he can-attain, to no more Know- 
ledg, or Faith: yet this one Article 
doth make him a Chriſtian. It doth 
not ſatisfy Mr. Edwards, that upon all 
the Points in queſtion, they have de- 
clared themſelves to be Anti-Socinians : 
he reſolves for all that, they ſhall be 
Socinians z and this Opinion which 
they maintain againſt him, a new Ar- 
ticle of the Socinian Creed. It may 


the matter is this ; 
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be one way, he thinks, to reduce them 
to Silence; if he calls their Opinion, 
Socinianiſm : and if after that, they 
will not pull in. their Korns, in his 
next Book it ſhall be Irreligicn, or 
downright Atheiſm; 'or., at leaſt, Ab- 
negation of Chriſtianity, or Popery 3 
his other Compliments to thoſe, whom 
he is pleaſed to attack. 


I have now anſwered, concerning al 
the Articles of our Religion, with Sin- 
cerity ; without any the leaſt diſguiſe, 
or reſerved, or unuſual Meaning, or 
Meanings. And I am n-t ſorry, that 
Mr. Edwards (almoſt) conſtrained us, 
to explain our ſelves, concerning theſe 
Points. For as unſincere and untrue, 
as his Imputations are, and as ſcurri- 
lous, as his manner of repreſenting 'etn, 
and diſcourſing upon them, ſometimes 
is: the Retortion (or Anſwer) here 
made, will be judged by indifferent and. 
diſcerning Perſons, to be home, and 
ſatisfatory. As to the Man himſelf, 
Mr. Edwards has been ſerviceable, to: 
the common Chriſtianity, 'by ſome 
learned Books ; therefore I with to him 
whatſoever Good, himſelf delires to 
himſelf; theſe Concertations between us 
notwithſtanding. 


Ia 
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In Anſwer to the Vindication, of four.Sermons, of his Grace, Arch- 
biſhop J. Tillotſon ; by my Lord the Biſhop of Chicheſter, 


HY Lordſhip's Preface is, for the 
bigger part of it, an angry Per- 
ver{ion of the Reſpedcts, paid to 
the Repanilons and other Perions of 
Dignity and Learning, by the Author 
of the Confiderations, through his whole 
Anſwer to them. Bat I doubt, as to 
that, we muſt always hold our ſelves 
content : for in the Holy War, againſt 
reputed Hereticks, what in poor Laichs 
would be cenſured as want of Urbani- 
ty, and Charity; in Ecclefiafticks is the 
Zeal of thy Houſe----. ; 

In one Place of his Preface, his Lord- 
ſhip obje&s to the Confiderer ;, that 
there was a time when Pauls and Pho- 
rinus, Unitarian Archbiſhops, flouriſh- 
&d : and their Followers abounded eve- 
ry where. Well, what then ? Why 
he will tell it os, as a Secret ;, they did 
not treat the Trinitarians, as Fathers 
their Children, but like tyrannical 
Judges. Violences and Outrages, Fire 
and Faggot, were in Faſhion among 
them ; Biſhops were depoſed, exiled, 
and (lain; and the whole Roman Em- 
pire put into a Combuſtion, by theſe 
infamous Practices. His Lordſhip does 
well, to tell us this, as a Secret; for 
*twas never heard of, till he publiſhed 
this Vindication of the Archbiſhop's 
Sermons. I deſire him, to name the Au- 
thors, from whom theſe Calumnies bave 
been taken up : and becauſe I am per- 
ſwaded he has none to cite ; I will ad- 
venture to fay, he cannot ayoid the Im- 


putation of too haſty taking up a Re- 
proach. Parlus and Photinus were in- 
deed, as his RP ſays, Unitarian 
Metropolitans. The former ſucceeded, 
tho not immediately, to the Apoſtle 
St. Peter, in the Patriarchal- Chair of 
Antioch : The other was Primate of 11- 
lyricam. Ttis true alſo, what his Lord- 
ſhip adds; that their Followers abound- 
ed every where. In the time of the 
firſt Nicene Council, or the Year 325. 
they had their Biſhops and Presbyters, 
their Deacons--and Deaconeſles; ' like 
other Denominations and Sets of Chri- 
ſtians; as is intimated in the 19th Ca- 
non of that Council. But' they never 
were Perſecutors ; but the perſecuted, 
Paul and Photinus were both of them 
ejected, out of their Biſhopricks ; Paul 
by -a Pagan Emperor, at the inſtance of 
a Council of Heretical Biſhops, who 
denied Homo-ufios : Photinus by an A- 
rian Emperor, at the Requeſt of a Coun- 
cil of Biſhops no leſs heretical ; for they 
contended for #Homoi-nuſios, And for 
their Followers, the other Unitarians 
it never was in their Power, to be Per- 
ſecutors : for they never were the pre- 
vailing Party, but always lived ſub 
Cruce; they chearfully took up, and 
imbraced the Croſs, in hopes to berit 
the Promiſes. Whereas his Lordſhip 
pretends, that Fire and Faggot were in 
taſhion, when the Followers of Paulus 
and Photinus abounded, and (as he 
would have it thought) prevailed _ 

where : 


where : 'tis certain, that ſort of Church- 
Diſcipline was not known to the Anti- 
ents, whether Trinitarians or Unitari- 
ans; it was not introduced till about 
the Year 1216, and. was exerciſed 
firſt on. the Albigenſ by Domi- 
nic, Founder of the Order of the Do- 
minicans. 

He - concludes his Preface, that he 
will not ask Pardon; for what he has 
umputed tous ; that we have been great 
Perſcutors, even. as far as Fire. and 
Faggot. And I anſwer, when he proves 
his Imputations, we will ask b:s Par- 
don ; and beſides, will moſt willingly 
undergo any Penalty, or Shame, how 
great {oever. 
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The Body of his Lordſhip's Book, is 
divided into two (very unequal) Secti- 
ons : the firſt, concerning the Divinity 
of our Saviour-; the other, concerning 
his Incarnation. The Section concern- 
ing our Saviour's Divinity, is part of it 
laid out, in afferting the Authority of 
St. John's Goſpel ; the reſt, on ſome 
Texts (cited by the Archbiſhop) either 
for the Divinity of our Saviour, or 
his Pre-exiſtence. I will firſt ſay ſome- 
thing i» general, concerning the Bleſſed 
Trinity, the Deity of our Saviour, and: 
his Incarnation : and then, make _ 
plication of it, to his Lordſhip's Vindi- 
Cation. | 


"< f the Ty inity ; Divinity, and Incarnation, of the Lord Chriſt. 


[| Am perſwaded, that the Queſtions 
concerning the Trinity, the Divini- 
ty of our Saviour, and the Incarnati- 
on ; ſo long controverted, between the 
Church and the Unitarians z are a 
Strife, moſtly about Words and T erms, 
not of Things and Realities, And this 
Diſcovery is owing, to the Sagacity and 
Dexterity of the Engliſh Unitarians : 
who having (firſt) diſtinguiſhed thoſe 
that pretend to be the Church, into 
Nomunal Trinitariansand Real Trinita- 
rians ;, or if you will, into Trinitarians 
and T ritheifts ;, they (next) prove their 
Agreement with the former of theſe, 
the Neminals ;, and (then) that the No- 
minal Party is what ought to be called 
the Church. That the Nominal Party is 
the Church, is inconteſtably proved ; 
becauſe their DoEtrine, or Explication 
of the Trinity, has been directly (and 


in Terms) eſpouſed by General Com- 
cils, and the contrary (the Explication 
or: Doctrine of the. Realiſts) as exprelly 
and direQaly cenſared-and condemned 
by: the ſame Authority. : | 
* The Realifts believe, that the Trinity 
is three diftin&t infinite Sub/xxces, 
Minds, and Spirits; - all of them co- 
eternal, of like Dignity, Power, Wiſ 
dom, and all other Divine Attributes. 
And as to three ſach Perſons being one 
God; they ſay: © Becauſe they im- 
« meate, or are (inſeparably) iz one 
© another, therefore they are called one 


*© God; tho each of them (diſtintly 


* conſidered) is perfet God, Yet 
{© [this Perichorefis, Immeaticn, or In- 
exiſtence, is not ſuch an In-being of 
5 theſe three Spirits cr Sub{tances in 
<< one another; but that they really re- 
* main as 4:tintt Subſtances, Minds, 

C2 &« Spt- 
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<'Spirits, and Beings, as three Angels, 
©-or three Men are. 

But the Nominals abhor this, as per- 
fe& Tritheiſm ; they ſee plainly, and 
proclaim it aloud to every body, that 
three infinite Spirits, tho as Spiritsthey 
-may, and as finite Spirits they muſt 
be ſuppoſed to immeate (or inexift in) 
one another: yet they are no more 
made to be one God, by ſuch alternate 
Penetration ;, than if they' were at ne- 
vero great a Remotion. from one ano- 
ther. The Reaſon is; becauſe not- 
withſtanding their mutual Inexiſtence, 
neither their Underſtandings, or Wills, 
.or other Powers, nor their Subſtances, 
become continuous or identified, but 
remain truly diſtin, ſeveral, and di- 
wers. They are ſuppoſed indeed to be 
ooh beer ; but as diſtintly, and 
withoat Confuſion either of their Sub- 
ſtances or Powers: as three Angels 
(while they occupy the ſame Space, 
and exclude not oneanother) are. Or 
to-uſe another, perhaps-a better, Com- 

ariſon; as theft: three - Divine Spirits 
themſelves, are 4 all things, in the 
whole Creation.z and the whole Crea- 
tion i# them. Such an Inexiſtence as 
this, -every-one ſees, is {o far from ma- 
king three (eternal infinite) Spirits to 
be one God-; that we can poſlibly have 
no. other Notion of three Gods. For 
what is the Conception that any Man 
has, or can have -of three Gods ; but 
this : viz. ſo many infinite Spirits, 
which ſo pervade or inexiſt in one ano- 
ther ; that (notwithſtanding) their Sub- 
ſtances, Faculties, and Attributes, -re- 
main diftint and drvers? 

This is ſuch a Reaſon, .and fo obvi- 
ous; that the .Nominals utterly rejeR, 
.and with the greateſt Abhorrence, the 


Doctrine of three infinite Spirits; and 
explain the Trinity, or three (Divine) 
Perſons, in a metaphyſical way. 

They fay; we are not to conceive 
of the three Diyine Perſons, as we dof 
of created Perſons : the Conception we 
ought to have of their Pe;ſonalities, or 
what they are as they are. Perſons, 1s as 
different from the Perſonalities of crea- 
ted Beings, whether they be Angels or 
Men; as the Perfe&ions of the Divinity 
are ſuperiour, -to Human or Angelical 
Perfections. - God is but one Being, 
but one Subſtance, Mind, or Spirit ; 
with one only Will, Underſtanding, 
Energy, -or Power of Action”: nor are 
the Divine Attributes multiplied, or re- 
peated in the Deity ; for there is in God 
no more than one Omnipotence, Om- 
niſcience, or other Divine PerfeRion. 
It is only Goa, that phyſically and pro- 
perly exiſts, as a vital Being, or a com- 
pleat Spirit and-Mind : the Petſons are 
only the.Subſtance of God (his infinite, 
ſpiritual, and moſt perfe&t Subſtance ar 
Nature) with the' three Properties, te 
be of none, to be begotten, and to pro- 
ceed. 

. Some are yet more particular, in de- 
claring or explaining, what the Perſo- 
nalities and Perſons are. Theſe conſi- 
der in God, firſt original Mind, or 
original Wiſdom ; this-4s the Perſon of 
the Father. ' Then, _—_ Wiſdom: e- 
ven the Lsgos,- or Wiſdom, that reſult- 
ethfrom God's contemplating or know- 
ing his own Perfections.;' or (what is 
the ſame) the perfe&t Image, that is ge- 
nerated or begotten, by God's knowing. 
and underſtanding himſelf : which 1s 
called the Son. Laitly, the.(mmanent 
Ac of LOVE, by which God willetf 
or loveth himſelf; his ereral —_ 

Or 


('2x') 


(or as it were, Breathing) of Love to- 
ward himſelf : this is named the Holy 
Spirit : EY 

"In ſhort, the Trinity believed by the 
Realiſts, 1s three yer” of. as nr and 
pre-eternal Spirits z each-of'which is a 
perfe&t God : and all of them but one 
God, by their mutual Inexiſtence, or 
that they are ## 6ne another ; but with- 
out Contuſion, .or identifying their Sub- 
ſtances,” or their Powers. i The Trinity 
believed by the Nominals, is oe living 
eternal infinite'Spirit ; conſider'd under 
this threefold Diſtinction, Unbegotten, 
Beyotzon, and Proceeding; or Or:gi- 
nal Mind which is unbegotten, refiex 
Wiſdom which- is. generated, and D:- 
vine Love which proceeds. © Original 
Mind" being unbegotten, ' 1s- therefore 
named the -Father ;-reflex Wiſdom be- 
ing (manifeſtly) generated by original 
eternal Mind, is-called the Son ;, the 
laft being a Spiration-of God, has-there- 
fore the Arpellation of Holy Sprrit. 
And 'tho the Nominals uſe ſometimes 


other Terms, in ſpeaking of the Trint- 


ty; ſuch as'Modes, Relations, relative 
Subfiſtences : yet no more, or other is 
_ by them, than has been already 
ſaid. 

This:Trinity-of the Nominals is moſt 
dire&ly- (as I ſaid) and- explicitly -af- 

med, by divers General Councils; in 
whom only -it.is, -to declare the Faith, 
and to pronounce what is to be deemed 
Hereſy. And this alſo is the Explica- 
tion, that has been followed without 
.any Variation, by all particular Wri- 
ters, 'Whether Reformed, -or Roman 
Catholicks, or -of the Greek (or Ori- 
enta]) Church ; ſince the Year 1215. 

But if this be the Catholick Faith, as 
1 certainly isz the . Unitarians. are-as 


ſound Catholicks, as any other De- 
nomination of "Chriſtians 'whatſoever, 
They believe the' Trinity: before-aid ;- 
even © oxe infiniteſpiritual. Subſtance, 
< with-its three: Properties;;Unbegot-- 
©:ten;,” Begotten; 'and Proceeding. One” 
< eternal Spirit, ' under the triple Di- 
© ſtin&tion of Orsginal Mad, Reflex 
« Wiſdom, and Divine Love. They 
< approve *6f it,-that the firſt of theſe 
© being whbezotten, the ſecond: genera- 
©<#ed,. and the third a Spiratzony they” 
©© be thereforecalled: Father, Sen, and 
<« Spirit. Indeed the Terms Trimty, 
and Perſon, are unſcriptural ; but we 
accept them, according . to - the | Ex-- 
plication by the Church : thats, as: 
the Catholick +Charch has (in -the- 
manner aboveſaid) .explained:: her: {elf: 
concerning the three Per/onsof the Txi-: 
zity, We have thereforeno Difference 
with che Church; but only with the 
Realiſts, whoare a few Engliſh Writers, 
that have departed from. the Doctrine; 
of ep C__ c_ | | : 
t was a- ſtrange Imputation; on: his: 
Grace the late Archbiſhop :that hewas; 
an Unitarian : his Grace wasa:Realift.. 
He underſtood by Perſons in the Deity, 
not Perſons in a metaphyſical Senſe; as, 
the Nominals do, and as was before ex-- 
plained : but Perſons:in-a:phyſical Senſe 
of the Word,” or. ſuch Perſons-(name:: 
ly, as vitally ſublſting,) and:as really 
diitin&) as three Angels, or three Men: 
are. According to the Modes of Speak- 
ing, zow in uſe;.enly compleat Beings, 
not Properties or Faculties, or -imma:- 
nent Acts, are called Perſons : and his 
Grace exprellydeclares, that. he means. 
by Perſons, '© ſuch Perions as we wſu- 
* ally intend when (in common Diſ-- 
« .conrſe) we-ſpeak of fo.many Pertons, 
or 
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« of ſach and ſach Perſons, Bur let us, 
for avoiding Cavils, take his Senſe in his 


4 Scriptutes ſpeak bythe Names of Fa-' 


«ther, $on,' and Holy Ghoſt > and 
| 3 farther, ſpeak alſo. every where of 


zem, .4s we uſe th do, of three di-" 


< tint Perſons. : Therefore I ſee no 
« Reaſon, to abſtain from the word 
<«  Perſons.;, tho I:remetaber, 'St. Ferom 
<. deſires (fornewhere) to. be excuſed 
« from it. It is certain, that i com- 
mon Diſcourſe, or (as his Grace ſpeaks) 
uſually; we mean by three or more Per- 
ſons, 1 many compleat Beings ; and if 

e [Beings are. ſpiritual, we always 
mean {o' many: Spirits... As for, Proper- 
ries,. immanent As, mere felative Sub- 
ſiftences, Modes; tho formerly (and 
properly) they were, yet now they are 
not-called Perſons: | but are confider'd 
and ſpoke of,: as only. 
Perſons, It cannot. therefore be denied 


to [his Gracez.that be: was a, Realift ; 


the three Divine | Perſons (or the Tri-. 


nity) according ta him, are three ſuch 
kind- of Perſons as. are »ſually meant in 
common Diſcourſe.; namely, ſo many 
compleat Beings 3; and hecauſe theſe Be- 
ings are infigite:.and ſpiritual, there- 
fore threeſeveral infiviteSprrits / -. : . 

| My Lordof Chich@ter having under- 
taken,” to write a Defence of his Grace's 
Sermons ;  *twere not unreaſonable to 
ſappoſ, that he eſpouſes alſo the Arch- 
bithop's Notion of the Trinity. But 
however : that be, we -muſt put 1t to 

im, exther-to goes the Archbilhop's 
Explication ; which would commit him 
with the O:»ford-Heads of Colleges, 
who have decreed it to be Hereſy : or 


the Aﬀettions of 


to ſay, that by Perſons in the Deity.: 
he underſtands only three Properties, 44 
relative Subſiftences, conſidered with the 
Subſtance in which they are ; and par- 
ticularly begotten Mind, reflex Wiſe 
dom, and. .Diuene_ Love ;, and then we. 
defire- much, ' to know, why he hath 
mejtpen gant the Unitarians, who 
ieve that Trinity. as much as. | 
CI CIOY 00 WIT 06-469ut: 
I know nat, whether -it be neceſſary. 
to take notice of my Lord of Sarun's: 
(unlucky) Trimming, between the two 
Parties of the Nominals and Realiſts; 
He repreſents it, as a very inconſidera-; 
ble Difference , that © fome Trinitari- 
G ans in their Explications of theſe My; 
= ſeries, { much adhere to the Unity | 
{: of the Deity, that their Trynity 
ſeems unconcervable : while others. 
« aſſert ſuch a Trinity, as ſeems incon- 
© ſiſtent with rhe Unity. By the for- 
mer of theſe, he means the Nominals: 
by the other, the Realifts, He declares, 
that as different as their Explications. 
are , their Religion is the ſame. Julk 
ſays he) as ſome Proteſtants believe 
the Conſubſtantiation; others, a real 
Preſence ; and others, only a figurative 
one : or as ſome believe, that the De- 
crees of God are grounded on his Pre- 
ſcience of future Events, while others: 
think, that. the Decrees of God are the 
fixed. Cauſes of all Events ; and yet this 
Difſent notwithſtanding, the Litigants 
on both ſides truly have the fame Reli- 
gion. Biſhop of Sarum's Letter, ro Dy. 
Williams, p. 85, 86. ; 
1 obſerve, that ſome Men overflow 
with. Charity ; and bave a Catholick 
and boundleſs Latitude, in their Prin-. 
ciples : but then they diſpenſe both the 
one and the other, wholly by Motiyes 


of 


of Policy, Sometimes Camels when 


both _—_—_ = oy ) _ 
mpre the Phariſees, with the 
Ga ces; otherwhile the Breadth of a 


PhilaRery, ſhall be an intolerable DiF 
fent : but the oneand the other, as the 
Maxims of ſecular Policy, and the Air 
of Popularity, ſhall invite. His Lord- 
ſkip could afford to write a Paſtoral 
Letter to his Clergy, againſt the Uni- 
tarians, as. Hereticks, whoſe Principles 
are deftruQive of ' the common Chriftia- 
nity : but the: Nominal Trinitarians, 
who hold neither more nor leſs than the 
Unitarians, differ {6 little (he faith) 
from the other Trinitarians ; that they 
not only have the ſame Religion, but 
they ought not to be, a all offended at one 
another, P. 86, 

But. the Parties concerned, are of a 
very contrary Judgment to his Lord- 
ſhip. The Oxford-Heads declare, that 
the Doctrine of three infinite Spirits, 
Minds, or Subſtances, 1s Impiety and 
Hereſy. Dr. Sherlock and his Fellow- 
Realiſts anſwer that, © What the Q.v- 
& ford-Heads have condemned, as-He- 
<« retical and Impious, is the very Ca- 
&« tholick Faith : and that this Decree 
& or Declaration cenſures the Nicene 
< Faith, and the Faith of the Church 
«© of England, as Herely ; and expoles 
< both, to, the Scorn and Triumph of 
< the Socinians, Examination 'of. the 
Oxtord-Decree, pag. 46. . And who 
indeed, but he that wilfully ſhuts his 
Eyes, can avoid ſeeing it; that to af- 
firm but one infinite Mind and Spirit, 
and to ſay there are three ſuch Minds 
and Spirits, is a Difference as weighty, 
as 'tis unreconcileable? They who ſay 
the former, and they who contend for 
the latter, can no more be ſaid to be of 
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the ſame Religion ;, than Paganifin and 
Polythetſm can be pretended to be the 
ſame with 'Judaiſm or Chriftianity. 
But , what L chiefly: mſt{t on, is this'; 
that his Lordifip: being Os 
whether we hold ae'or three eterna 
and infinite Spirits; yet he publiſhes 
his Invectives againſt the Unitarians, 
* as undermining (he faith) and'-ru- 
< ining the main Articles of Chriftia- 
* nity : while che whole: that can be ob- 
Jetted to*em, is;; that they belitve\ (with 
all the Nominal Party) bat ane infinite 
and eternal Spirit. © ©, + ROE! 
The Archbiſhop was of Opinion, 
that © the Trinity is three ſach Per- 
* ſons, as we: uſually intend, when in 
* common Diſcourſe we ſpeak of Per- 
< /ons.. Namely, compleat intelligent 
Beings, diſtinct - from every other Be- 
ing; not —_— Relations, or other 
Aﬀections of Beings. My Lord of $:z- 
ram, on the contrary, ſays exprelly ; 
* by a Perſon in the Trinity, is not 
* meant ſuch a Being, as we commonly 
& underftand by that Word: namely, 
* 4 compleat intelligent | Being ;, but on- 
« ly,. that every one of the bleſſed 
* Three, has a peculiar Diſtinction, by 
* which heis different from the other 
* two. The Biſhop contradicting iz 
Terms, the. Doctrine of the Archbiſhop; 
the latter believing three: ſxch Perſons 
of the Deity, as we nſuzlly mean by 
Perſons in common Diſcourſe the 
other denying expreſly, that there are 
any ſuch Perſons in the Godhead as we 
commonly unaderftand by the word Per- 
ſons, and particularly not three diſtin 
Compleat Beings : it was very expedi- 
ent, a neceſlary piece' of Prudence, 
that the Biſhop (in the Letters he'di- 
rects to his Clergy) ſhould endeayour 
t96 
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[to:pofſeſs 'em ; [that his Difference with 
his Metropolitan, is a mere Trifle; and 
that it matters -not, whether we hold 
three diſtinct compleat (infinite) Beings 
and-Spirits,oroe; ſuch Beirig only,” 1 
am perfwaded- however, that there are 
great Numbers in- the -Salrobury-Divo- 
ceſs; that :cannot be:{o impoſed on : 
they will ſee, that their Dioceſan, in 
_ of the Principles laid down in 
his Letters to them; ſhould have cau- 
tioned them againſt ' the Archbiſhop's 
Sermons not againſt the:Unitarians, 
whoſe Doctrine perfetly _ with 
his own. Saving that (with the Ox- 
ford-Heads) we believe 1t to be 'Here- 
/y, to profeſs the Faith of more than 
-ONe.. wha Being, which is a compleat 
Being diftin& (from all other Beings ; 
but his Lordſnp holds it to be indiffe- 
rent, whether we affirm or deny three 
infinite Beings and Spirits. 

- HisLordthip propoſed, to write with 
that Caution and Guard, that no Body 
ſhould be able to attack him ; and by 
Trimming een the Nominals and 
Realitts, to ſet up for a. Healer of the 
Breaches, a Mediator of Peace. But 
the Event wholly fails him. He utter- 
ly diſobliges the Realifts ; by denying, 
in Terms, what the Archbiſhop air 
all other  Realiſts)- had affirmed; in 
Terms; and the whole Realitt Party 
look. upon as a Fundamental Article. 
The Nominals are as much diſpleaſed 
with him ; becauſe he ſets no Vajue on 
the Catholick Faith, but repreſents it 
as a very indifferent Truth, that may 
be. as orthodoxly denied, as affirmed. 
The: Unitarians/complain of him, as 
having pretended to Principles of Lati- 
tude, and a true Catholick Charity ; 
but uſing neither, but perhaps as the turns 


of Popularity, and Rutes of ſecular Po- 
licy, ingaze him. Ih 
But this was a Digreſſion. Let us 
take up our : Point. again, that the Uni- 
tarians hold the Faith: of the'Catholick 
Charch, - or Nominal Party : that-is, 
they believe but one eternal and infi- 
nite Spirit ;. and as to three Divine Per- 
ſons, they admit the Church's Do- 
Qrine (viz. that they are'relative Sub- 
ſiftences, Properties of the. Divine Sub- 
ftance) concerning them. ' .They agree, 
that there are three Diſtinftions in God, 
which may | be fitly: called Original 
Mind, Reflex Wiſdom, and Divine 
Love: the firſt unbegotten and Genera- 
ting, and therefore named the Father ; 
the other Generated, and therefore (in 
the Language of Men) called the Sor; 
the third "a Spiration, and therefore 
{tiled the Holy Spirit. Whether you 
call theſe, Properties, Modes, .Relati- 
ons, Perſons, relative Subſiitences, or 
ought the like ; we will not contend 
with the Church : for it being-.agreed 
that they. are not diſtin& Betags, di- 
vers- Spirits and Minds, ſeveral Sub- 
ftances;, ' but oe infinite Subſtance; 
Mind, Spirit, and. Being, with one on- 
ly Underſtanding, Will, and Energy; 
it is plain, that the Unity of God is 
preſerved ; and that the Terms uſed 
are 'only obſolete and odd, but imply 
no Falſhood, nor any real Innovation 
in Religion. And I ſay hereupon, that 
unleſs my Lord of Cn:ch:fer will pro- 
fels three Divine Beings, Spirits, Sub- 
{tances, and Minds, contrary to the 
Deciſions of divers Genera! Councils ; 
the Conſent of Writers, ſince the De- 
termination in the Council of Lateran, 
Anno 1215. and the late Decree of the 
Univerſity of Oxtard : I fay, if he will 
not 
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not contravene all theſe.z neither ought 
he to have defended the Archbiſhop's 
Sermons, nor could he oppoſe þe? Con- 
ſulerations, that were not (for all that 
[-ſee). written againſt| the ine © 
He! Church, but the Error of the Rea- 
| iv we wecard with. the: Catticlick 

Church, in the Article of the Trinity, 
Þ alſo in. that of the Incarnation, ot 
the Divinity of our SaYions: For when 


Marick ys, 6 by Kone dA is 
bers en [he Wau M, inyocat 
in, im, amputes to.h in _ ak 

&s 


aud, thi 
ng. #4) jira ths of Ho- 


ly Sctipture:: .nothing of all this: is in; 
tendell, Mil - lus. One 'or to his Hu 
ani 5 Fi but, Fes oe Dis 


Hos Gly in Te ir ſ 
eſta Rs, called. G 
men becaule GoC 


. - * 2; manner: ſo; and mu 
MOre,, may, .we:call, the .Loxd Chi. 6 
Gc 


x thexeſt; becauſe, G 
: —— 
an he Gen 5k mn. 


hy: 
ithans ox 


ner and 
Jome; is faj 


a e- what er, of 
d merely 
in. reſpe&t of Wi pi, 02 Divinity, 


and nat. of the, Humanity. The Come 
munication of, Idioms, 85 Dong | Peak 
5 TEeelh neo hes Feal;.C s 

and. the,(;rea 1s worlhippe 
and invocated,, becal: 7 the Det in 4 
him:; for tho- theſe ings are ſai ©5f 
the. dan: ke Teſas, ' they are. ſaid 
only: reſpect cf the Dwijnity, and are 
graced od. af, Fg 7 

f.any fay, no. xelling: (or, as the 
Fg ſpeaks, Incarnation) in what 
ever manner, or xr Acaſure, can give to 


==: 


ſach - Perſon the Name of God ;. much: 
leſs of Creator. So indeed | Neſtor ins 
thought; and therefore refuſed, to call 
our. Saviour Goa,, or. to aſcribe to him 


f either the Works or. Attributes of God: 


and' many , learned Men have contend- 
ed, that, Neſtorms was as -raſhly ,cou- 
demned; as . he was (afterwards) bar- 
baroaſly nſed. Yet upon ſerions weigh- 
ing the. reearey RINEars mot necet}a- 
ry, , tolitigate abo | Tcppisa nd Words,, 
on -which the, Authority. that impoſes 
the em, p POrs: an, bonelt chſe and Mean 
vid vec Chyrch would never have 
BY iged Ne = 5, tocalt the Man Chriſt 
NG God-and Creato? ; but declarmg 

a the ſame time, that tho it is the Mar 
fhat is called,;God, het is bi called only 
in e's pf. the Ji .of God in 
We ye ff TER 
extragrdin jarys. ant;” or 

rather (0th ble; that Chriſti ns may: 
with gfcater” Ra call bimr God; thati 
"hy: Cloud of Gliry is fo named, becauſe: 
; the An gel (in it) who repreſented 


TA han any Pther Appearance of 
tos ver, of th 1 what, 'manne 
'L 


nk: ngoned_ in "the* Old Feſta- 
tent.” iahtneſs of Gl Cloud of 
Gfory; was only from the Power of 
the - inhabiting” Angel ; yet becaule the 
Angel repyeiieed: God, the bright Ap- 
PRaFOnce ST OG the Cherubims, was 
narmed-! God: How much 
more on the Lord [OR be'to called, 
m whom the Divinity it elf did dwell ; 
not as 4 Man in his Houſe, bat as the 
Soul in the Bedy © that is'ta ſay, cons 
Raney Ahanivativg, conduttmg, and 
? eogging him; nay” ard exerting im 
i _ molt gtorions Effects of Omni- 
h iy Wo Omniporence, the princi-- 
14 Nietiby wes of: the Divinity : _ _—_ nine 
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CY 


"19. 15. Herckiah: ayet, and Taid ;, O 
Lord God of Tirael, which dwelleft be- 
tween the. C berubims : thou art-G od, 
even. thou alone. 1,Chron. 13. 6.. David 
went up, and all Trael, to p Beds fo 
fetch thetice the Ark” of & D.5 L 
HOVAH that dwelleth' dat 
Cherubims, whoſe Name” 5 called on it, 
It cannot Qi ink) be denied, . that 
here the bright oppo bred oo 
Combi, becauſe *G | 
oo Mn i Ty 
AS jniten 


Ml 
the, the Names and Titles of 


Irance Same, ae 


2 ed not bY have Nth 
Ty rches 
Peac z ov] no wo vi fo be refuſed, 


Taj hen the Amthority that impoſes * em, 
rets 'em tO. A ſound Senſe. 

Oki is ET the opp believe 
concerning, t ity.z,and concern- 
Lv the, Divinity aners yiour, or the 
Incarnation. We , haye' no Conte 
with the Catholick Church, 'congerning 
either of theſe : we do not.indeed ap- 

roye the Churches Language , of 
aA , becauſe they "are wnſcriptu- 
ral, and liable. ro Heretical Interpre- 
tations; Van We embrace, her whole 
Meaning 

1. The "Church fays, ind: we. aſſent 
tot; that there! is one only eterrial (in- 


no | ers ties; Mods 


{ 52d 2s much” as Tafmite” 


finite 21d allpowerful) Spirit or Mind+ 
and this Mind-or Spirit, 1s what wecalf 
God, -or the Divinity. - 
2. Bat whereas in'God; the Church. 
owns: alſoa threefold elift von, which 
ſhe” calls three *Perforv5," '6t more expli- 


citly,. original unbegotton W.ſdom ; the 


Logos,” 'or begotten reflex MW 5 {dow ; "the 
Proceſlion ; or Spitation.' of Divine 
Love : and theſe, for the 'Reafons 
above-inentioned;'are' alſo pang Plts 
ther; 'Son, "ai Spirit 3/ three Relations; 
es, ana” divers 
| en. Ve cry 3''remove'your, Far- 
on}-and give us only. the AVG $ of 
? Seriprar 1} The Church' ores "NG. 
you ſhall ſabmit to theſe Terms, be 
cauſe as mnichs as they ſen gs 
being rlow” ont of conttion 11 5; ef 
WErE once” as r and 4 po 
: cauſe mi Cofmnion Uſe ©'ar phoſe ami 
the' whole=that we inteed BY "theſ 
antiquated): Wordsand Phraſes.” We 
__ a 
3. Then; as to the- Irihrriter 3" 
that the. Lord-Chrilt is God, nd Ore. 
ator, 15'to be itivocated' and 
ET profeſfes} that this'is' 
x required, only in"reſpeft'of God it 
hain "How in Hit, is the infinite God 
commenſarate to a. finite Manhood '? 
No, bat #2 reſpe&t of Gqu in bim, that 
is, Nhrmitatin ,Condudting, Auating, 
can 'mhabit 


Fane, dwelling iy, Him; as intimiate- 
by, jvien ditch, and powerfully, as the 
oul ody. Nay, exerting irhim 


the Lhe Attributes, OftmiſeJence or 
the Knowledg of the Future, and of the 


Thoughts,. and Orni Fence or Mpra- 
Eulons Attions, Angel that on- 
ly repreſented God? « Kd e Cloud it- 


luminated by that Anpel; have all _ 
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often ſaid of 'em, - in. Holy Scripture ; 
that is wont to be {aid of, or to God ; 
how much more, when,'tis for, Peace z 
and with Liberty, of declaring your 
Meaning 3 may you call the Lord 
Chriſt, wha EV. 
Here again, we would willingly demur 

as Neftorius did : but Charity an 

Peace._are two {uch great Goods ; that, 
we will not NOS, bt the ſake. 
of ((Aangerous )' Terms, boucftly explains. 


'{ (1 f , F B —_ 
I is by! this' Declaration! of 'cur 
Meaning, that' all our Books (paſt or 
to come) are to be interpreted. We 
never intend to oppoſe any Body, in 
the Article of (the 'Trinity 3 butt e 
Tritheifts (or  Realifts)-who re He re 
ticks tothe Church, as well as to us : 
nor in the Article of the, Divinity of 
our Saviour; but the Entychians, who 


make the' Communication of Idioms to 


: [4 
ts 


be Real; and not* only. Verbal ;| which 
is an 77 Fog condemned iti divers 


GeneraF'Ccyncils: When. we oppoſe 
the Doarine of the Trinity tis only 


the (Chimerical)' Trinity, of three In- p 


finite Allperfect Spirits : when we 
deny, the Lord Chriſt is God, the Cre- 
ator, may be invocated, or worſhipt ; 
we mean not this, of the Divinity i 
him, 'but of the Humanity. The inha- 
biting Divinity, or Chriſt :n reſpetF of 
God 1n him, is God over all, all things. 
were made. by him; and God is un- 


doubtedly to be worthipt and invoca- 


ted. 
If his Lord(lip affents not to theſe 
things, he contravenes the Doctrine of 


the Catholick Church ; and eſponſes - 


Philoponus, foachim, Gentilis, and Eu- 
tychius : but we do not m the leaſt ſuf- 


pect that this Learned Prelate will dif-- 


itſoever” they. ars called?) 


: Scripture-words and, Langage vi 
d 'the, Nc 


own the Catholick Docrine z or be of 
Party. to Hereticks, that have bcer con- 
denmed by ſo! many General: Comncils, , 
If any objec to us, that as muchas 
we now.claim to be Catholicks ; and 
mofk\t0:a0ent to the Churches. Do- 
rine, tho we wiſh ſhe would diſcharge 
her humanly-invented Terms and Phra- 
ſes; yet we have beenalwaysdifowned, 
and AM py: perſecuted. by the 
5D . 


Jo 
Chur 


rch'; and by that very Patty . of.- 
| Nomimals, whom - we had Rs be 


the Catholick Church. I-anſjver;, there 
has 'been: an unhappy Miſunderſtand- 
ing, between the genuine Members of 
1e Catholick Party; The Unxaries 
who diflike nothing, but the Liberty 
hat”4s taken, to uſe 'any, other bu 
| ot; | m.C5 
daring the Faith) and 1 lominals 
(who alſo wiſh, that all. would retut : 


to, and .content themſelves with, .-t 


Simplicity of Scriptare ), have pelted 
one, another as Enemies : , but hee ich 


"y rp Miſtake,! as the: two German 
Cayaliets arg,.rioted* for, "in the. be- 
inning of: the Reformation 7, who quar- 
relled,; and. challenged one another up- 
on difference of Religion, one of 
them being a Martinift, and the other 
a Lutheran. I doubt not, that the Au- 
thor, of the Diſcourſe concerning the 
Nomials and - Kealifts, has convinced 
all Learned and Ingenuous Men ; that - 
Dr. S-—+h for inſtance, and Dr. Wallss, 
and other Nominals, had no more Rea- 
{on to fall foul on the Unitarians,than the ' 
Lutheran on the Martiniſt : and the Miſ- 
underſtanding between them being diff 
covered to proceed from a Miſtake of 
one anothers true Opinions; they ought 
now to: own each other, as Brethren. 
If. the Nominals _ ſhy, of cloſing 
2 W 
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withus, and owning us for Orthodox , 
we ſeek not their Patronage : and the 
common ptr of of both, the Rea® 


liſts, will always tell'em ;, that the No- 
minals and Unitarians differ juſt as the 
Martiniſts wp, the Latherans: 


Osthe reſt of bis je ; ed 4 Aplcato of eh 
een ſat | 


Fi _—_ "gt 6 $ 
5 impſoyed) n.fn of PE Ooh 


the Ar 
Unitarians :, who pretended © eb 


that St: Fohn 'was' not the Author of 


the 7 Ne or the Revelation, which 
ofthe j Name... The Remainder 


the” = 00 Non is tr Ende 
thefi frRtY etfes! of en Colel 
to? { barpol 


G 

e (ip. oy Judgment); yery 
con to the true Fiber rich of the 
Evangeliſt; and to impreſs tome other 

Texts, into ) the Service of the Realifts, 
The preſent Unitarians, whether in 
Hal] or elſewhere, Teceive t 
fel of ' St.\Folm,” as his: But al Faith 
orory or is not always och a 


Pers 6ry of | Aﬀent.as to'\be wi ur 
all Alloy of doubt : for we” with; Uh 
Goſpel had never been queſtioned ;, and 
that'the Reafons of the Alogians 'who 
imputed this G6lpel and ths. ith lai; 
ow to Cerimthus, 'were, haben biy i 
tis3ed.” VE cannot take his. LS NE 
Anfwers, or Arguments 5 as 
tisfactory : becauſe his RA bines are 
(oftentimes) very Inaccurate , and be- 
cauſe (as often) they | are contrary to 
notorioxs Matter of Fact.” For in- 
{tance, whocan bear it; whznhe ſays : 
& Ceriathus tauzhr, that Chrift Was a 
* mere and a” late-borr Man : © but 
" * ot. John tells us, the WORD al- 
«< ways Was, and came down from 


MG: yen, and was made Fleſh. re: 
< or 'Cerinth 1 could not. be Author 
Sw wn 'of © Jolm; \ithou? 
atnly, :contr 1 m 
Oy moſt centain, on the ba hp ; that 
Cerinthus never ſaid, that Chrift was a 
_ ang Me, { Man, bur an £6 
nl. an impbaſteble Spirit, In the Per 
of our. Saviour, C er Peg "q 
Fefpus and Chrift; he called the Hut 
pity by the Name of Jeſus - but wife 
or the WORD,according to Cerintbus 
was a Certain Divine ne, 4 paſſtble Spi- 
rit; which degending on: [eſus at: his 
Baptjſni; diwel fin him, and forſook + 
very [moment 6 Q $5 2-2 
e cried out, . fy G 
why. haſt thou forſaken me? 7 hee 
1..c.25. 1 do not ſee, how this Ac-_ 
count contradicts any thing in St. Joh ; 
whoſe Goſpel the Alogians ſaid was 
written by. Cerinthus, But I will not 
Jifpute; with his, 1p, about this 
matte 3, for” as þ. 1 id, the Unitatrians 
do receive that Goſpel and the Revela- 
tion, as St. Job's : as they receive the 
Epiſtle to the Hebrews, the Epiſtle of 
St. Fames, the Second of St. Perer, the 
Second . and 1ihixd of St. Fon ; all 
which. were ſometime doubted of, nay 
rejeted, by divers Catholick Writers 
and Churches, but have at length been 
owned by the whole Ciurch. Tho the 
Catholick Church now owns theſe E- 
piitles, and ſome Chapters and Sections 


in 
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in the Goſpels; as written by the Apo- 
ſtles, whoſe Names they bear : yet net 
with the degree of Aſſurance ;, that ſhe 
receives thoſe Parts of Scripture, that 
were never controverted. The Aſu- 
rance Cannot be equal,where the Grounds 
of Aſſent are unequal : but the Grounds 
of Aﬀent,. to the Writings of, which 
we are ſpeaking, cannot be faid to be 
equal; becauſe in Matters whether of 
Record or Fact, what was always al- 
lowed-and granted by all, is more au- 
thentick and credible, than what has 
been queſtioned, and even rejected by 
divers of the Antients | (Wreiters and 
Churches) -who' were' Catholicks,-- In 
ſhort, concerning all Books, and Secti- 
ons of Books,” of the New Teſtament ; 
{ometime-doubted of, by ſome of the” 
' Antients : the Unitarians acquieſce in 
the Judgment of the Catholick Church ; 
and for the Reaſons, given by the 
Charch.* As #7; becauſe tho they were 
queſtioned, and even rejected by ſome, 
Writers and Churches yet it appears, 
they were approved by many more; 
by fo conliderable a Majority, that in 
a ſhort time they were admitted by 
all. We ſee in Epiphanins, that even 
Paulus Samoſatenus,and Photinus, receiv- 
ed the Goſpel of Sr. Fob. Secondly, 
becauſe not only they contain nothing 
that 1s certainly contrary to the unque- 
{tioned Parts of Scripture ; but they 
are Written with the {ame kind of Sp1- 
rit, that the undoubted Portions of 
Scripture are : there is a Likenels in 
the Thoughts, / Exprefiions, and what- 
{oever elk recommends to us the other' 
Books of Scripture, as written by A- 
poſtles and Apoſtolical Men. Theſe 
are ſufficient Motives -of Afent, and 
ought to prevail with us; tho there are 


ſome Difficulties, not eaſy to be re- 
moved : we ſubmit to the weight of 
theſe Arguments ; tho we confels, that 
what has been alledged by the Alogians 
and others, is not deſpicable or ridicu- 
lous. Toconclude, we receive,with the 
Catholick Church , the controverted 
Books ; without cenſuring in the mean 
time, much leſs condemning thoſe An- 
tients, or Moderns, who were or are of 
another Mind. ! | 
- What remains of his Lordfoip's firſt 
Section, is a ScuMMe with the Confiderer, 
on -behalf of the Arch-Biſhop's Expli- 
cation of the firſt Verſes of St. Jon's 
Goſpel; aud of ſome other Texts al- 
ledged'-by his Grace, to confirm his 
ſaid Explication. To all which, I an- 
{wet.- There is no Form of Words, 
that were not conceived deſignedly to 
preclude all Exception, but is liable to 
cavil; nay. our Lawyers ſcarce obtain. 
their purpoſe, when in Deeds and Con- 
veyances. they imploy the whole Art of 
Grammar, to aicertain''the 'Meaning 
and Intent of the Conveyance or Deed : 
it is not therefore to be wondred at, 
that Perſons, highly intereſted by their 
Education; Honour and Parties, car 
(and with ſome colour) interpret ob- 
{cure or ambiguous Texts, to a Senſe, 
not intended by the Original Author. 
If People are not diſpoſed to be ingenu- 
ous; alittle Wit, tome Learning, and 
a long Practice in the Polemics, will 
enable 'em to maintain a Squable till 
Doomſday, about the Senſe of any 
(ordinary and familiar ) Context. I 
do not think therefore, that the Cun- 
tention between the Unitarians and the 
Realifts, will ever be healed by that 
Pretence of either Party, that 79c:7s 75 
the only Interpretation or Senſe, of 
which 
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which the litigatedTextsare capable, in 
the Court of Grammar and Critict{m. 


But towards a Coalition, it will be ne- 
ceffary to-agree in ſome common Princt- 
ples, Y feſſed to be clearly afferted in 


. Scripture; by Conſonancy to- which 
Principles, all-otherwiſe doubrfud Texts 
and Contexts of Scripture, and their 


Interpretations, ſhall be judged of. T his. 
Rule of interpreting, is: very certain 5; 
none can diſtruſt it, without ſuppoſing, 
either that the Sacred Scripture: contra- 


dis it ſelf : - or that the human Under- 
ſtanding is not: capable of judging the 
Agreement, or the Difſonance of Scrip- 
ture with it ſel. No Body, I believe, 


will ſay the former; that the Scripture. 


_ contradiQs-ir {elf : and if any ſay the 
ather, that we cannot judg of the Dif 
fonance-, or Agreement of Scripture 

with it ſelf: - or of particular Interpre- 

tations, with Principles that are yield- 
ed to be found in Scripture ;. all Diſp- 
ration is at an end, on both ſides... But if 
the Rule be allowed, that ſome com- 
mon agreed. +a ar are to be efta- 
bliſht; by which. all obſcure (that is, all 
controverted,) Texts muſt be interpret- 
ed.:- the Queſtions and. Interpretations 
debated between us, being thus brought 
before the Bar- of Reaſon and commer 

Senſe, wilt-on be judged. of. 

": Ts.there but one only God? Or if this 

be a Principle of too much Latitude, 

and capable of more Senſes : Is there 
more than one ( numerical or felt 
ſame )- eternal and infinite Spirit ? 


meaning by one eternal and infinite;Spi- 


rit; oe eternal and ſpirituai Subſtance, 
with one only Underftanding, W: 
Power of Aion. If it- be agreed, as 
a» Principle manifeitly laid. down in 


Scripture; as. well as certain in Reaſon, 


ill, and. 


that there is but ove ſuch Spirit ; either 
we ſhall all preſently accord in inter- 
pref g this famous Context.of St. Joke, 
and other. obſcure and doubtful Palſages 
of $criptyre: or our difference in, in- 
terpreting, it, or them, will-no. way af- 
fect any Article of oux Creed: that. 


there will, be no real Controverſy left. 


The Unitarians are far from denyi 

the Trinity, -; Divine Perſons, the = 
carnation of God, the Divinity or Sa- 
tisfaction; of 'our Saviour ; provided 
that thoſe Doftrines be. interpreted to: 
a Conſiſtency, with this Prmciple of. 
Holy Scripture and of the Catholick, 
Church, that * there. is but one. infi- 


« only infinite, Underſtanding, Will, 
© an Energy. Or more tint, thus;- 
but one infinite and eternal Spirit, 
Either his Lordſhip, ſays,, there. is- 
but one ſuch Spirit ;.and therefore in- 
terprets. the Term. Perſons, - _ the, 
Words: Father, Son. and. Holy Spirit, 
not to. be ſo many diſtin Spirits, bur: 
one Spirit diſtinguiſhed of three Rela- 
trove Properties , in explaining the Na- 
ture of which, the Church oS always 
indulged ſome Variety and.Latitude : 
and if ſo, we have no controverſy with - 
him, nor. he with us; and he may (for 
wy) interpret the firſt of St. Fobz, and the 
er Texts on which he inſiſts, as him- - 
ſelf ſhall pleaſe. Or he faith, there are 
three eternal and infinite Spirits; and. 
that the Divine Perſons are FA many ſpi- | 
ritual Subſtances, Minds, and Beings : 
and ſo, we ſhall to. our Power de--- 
the Doctrine of Holy Scripture, 
and of ſo-many General Councils. as 
have decreed the Doctrine of three D;- 
vine Subſtances and three infinite Spirits 
to be Hereſy. Let him therefore be 


pleaſed-.: 
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leaſed to fpeak out, and to declare 
himſelf categorically and explicitly ; 
when we certainly know, what his Opi- 
nion is, we promiſe to take into Conſti- 
deration, not only what he has writ» 
ten, but what he ſhall write, on tle 


controverted Texts : till- then, *tis.to. 


no purpbſe to diſciiſs; what ' he 'has fo 
generally and loofly. diſcours'd ,, that 
we know not, whether he is for us, of 
- againſt us. He cites, and inlarges on 
a great many Texts, to prove the Deity 


of our Saviour, 4 Pre-exiftence, and 


his Incarnation : « ttieans only, that 
our Lord Chriſt is God, and did pre- 
exift, in reſpe& of 'his Godhead, that 
is #1 reſpect: of God it him, as'the Scrip- 
tures {peak; and that God: 4:4 inhabit 
after-an extravrdinary peculiar and un- 
exampled mariner in the human Nature 
of-:the Lord-Chriſt, which the:Church 
calls the Incarnation of - God ; the Uni- 
tarians neither now, nor in any time 
paſt did queſtion any thing of this : 
they never intended to oppoſe | the 
Charthes | Do&rine.,/ | but. only . the 
Hereſy; of the -Realiſts, v2: that 


an (imagined) Second Infinite and Eter- 
nal Spirit, (for the Tritheiſts. hold three 
ſach Spirits) was incarnate tr the Lord 
Chriſt : and that God is a Trinity of 


Spirits, not of Perſons, in the philo- 
logical” antl phyfical Senſe of the them 
Perſons. 


' meddle not therefore, with the 
reſt of his Lord/hip's Book: no not with 
the Diſcourſe concerning the /:rtle 14 
Reries (as he fancies them to be) of the 
Tritheiſtick Scheme ; and the great 
ones. (as he repreſents them) of our Sy- 
ſtem of Religion. For the Author of 
the Confiderations, has ſo ſolidly eſta- 
bliſht what he faid on thoſe Subjeas, 
in the Conſiderations themſelves : that 
there is: no manner 'of Fear, that hzs 
Torch Bellows ſhould blow” out the 
k HP. p o F , * 


; There follows a Letter of the Bp- of 
Sara, to Dr. Williams, which we are 
next to conſider : and it will give 0c- 
caſion, more fully to diſcub, all theſe 


great Points, 


PART 
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In Anſwer to my Lord. the Biſhop of Sarum, Monſieur 


' De Luzancy, and my Lord the Biſhop of Worceſter. ' 


=—Y Ti VY ent 


— 


— 
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IS Lordſhip through this whole 
: Letter, writes like one extreme- 
A. a |; netled,” very angry, and 
actedby a Spiritof Revenge. At length, 
the Cauſe of the great. Offence ay 
taken, appears; at p. 98, 99. 1t 1s this, 
Aft | inering weighed what his Iiard- 
thip fays, in ſeveral Places of his Paſto- 
rab Letter 3 concerning the Divinity, 
the Incarnation}, arid Satisfaction of our 
Saviour ; the Confiderer concludes with 
this : that © he ſubmits to his Lord- 
© ſhip's whole Doctrine ; which differs 
= in nothing, from what the Unitari- 
© ans ever profeſſed, in all their Wri- 


The Dottrine of the Paſtoral Letter, concerning the Trinity. 


7 Hen we fpeak of a Trinity, eve- 
*'Y'' ty Body knows; the Queſtion 
is not, concermvug, the-term Triz2ty, or 
three ( divine ) Perſons : but concerning. 
what we {Loutd mean by the word Per- 
fons,, or Trinity, If you make the Tre 
wity (or three divine Perſons) to be on- 
ty, three Attributes of God., Wiſdem, 
'GecdneG, and Power: as ſome do. 


'O» the Lerter of the Biſhop of Sarum.. 


—__ 


* tings. His Lordſhip'aſſures the Cons 
fiderer 5 that he takes this, as the heavi- 
eſt of all Impatations.. And taking. oc: 
calion' at {o-great # Slander-as/ (hepre- 
tends) this- is 3 | he hath thonght no 
Hardneſs of Expreſſion, and'no Tmpu- 
tation either {o ſcandalous-or- ſo: dange- 
rous, as to forbear it toward the-Cornſi- 
derer. Whether Cauſe: was given by 
che Letter, tofay, that the Doctrine of 
It; 1s perfectly Unitarian ;. I will now 
examine, by . an Induction of what is 
there ſaid on the Points, in Controverſy 
between us.and the Realiſts. 


-A 


Or if you ſay, they are-only three ex-- 
ternal Relations of God, to his Crea- 
tures ;, v:2.. that. he is their Creator,, 
Redeemer, and Sanctifier > as others: 
have taught, and were applauded alſo- 
for it. Or if the three Perſons are 


called three relative Subſiſtences, rela- 


tive Modes, or Relations : which are 
not ſo many diſtin& Beings, Spirits, 
$f 
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or individual Subſtances; but only Pro- 
perties, or Aﬀections of a Spirit, Being, 
or Subſtance ; as generally :they- are 
named, and deſcribed- Or (if yet 


more particularly) - they --are/ orginal 
. Mind, reflex Wiſdom, "and the eternal 
of Divine Love ;, as ſome of 


Sprration | 
he Fathers, and © the. Divines of the 
Schools; have affirmed: ' Or- if Men 
will mm effe& ſay nothing; at all, but 


only 'naine them three ſomewhats-;, or 


the three, or the Holy three :' which are 


Words without any'certain' Senſe. ' Hi- 


therto, 'tis plain, there is: no Contro- 
verſy with the Unitarians ; for none of 


theſe Explications/ of 'a+ Trinity, : are 


any way contrary to the. yy of 
God,: as believed by them: they them- 


ſelyes admit 'all,-or any 'of theſe Expli- 


cations. -The Controverſy of the Uni- 
tarians, with-ſome that are called. Tri- 
nitarians, but ſhould be called Trithe- 
iſts, is this: < Whether, in- ſaying 
« three Divine Perſons, we ſhould in- 
& tend: by the word -Perſons, fo: many 
& diftintt Beings ;, three ſpiritual Sub- 
. © ſtances, in Number, tho: called oze 
« Subftance . in reſpe&t of Sameneſs of 
<« Properties; three 4inds, with fo 
&< many diſtin&t Underſtandings, Wills, 
<. 2nd Powers: of Action ? . Or to ſay 
all- this, in' Words. underitood by all ; 
thyee' eternal 'and- infinite Spitits ?LHe 
that affirms, -or denies,” atty *of *thele ; 
doth (therein, and thereby) affirm, or 
deny all the reſt. For inſtance, he that 
affirms three (diſtin) Spiritual Beings, 
affirms three Minds, and three fpiri- 
tual - Srhftances- diſtint and: divers -m 
Numiber? and-che that denies the: 'Dy- 
vine Perſons are diſtin& Berrgs, cenies 
alſo they are {o many Minds, $Sub- 
Kances, -or Spirits. This is_ not con- 


teſted; therefore let us ſee, what kind 
of Trinity. the Letter teaches: whether: 
it doth not: expreſly[ declare againſt 
that Trinity, : which: 15 denied 4rid-op- 
poſed 'by; the  Unitarians; :-and'is. the: 
only - Trinity, that ittever was in their: 
Thonghts to oppoſe or deny ? 

. At p. 96. hefays: ©: By Perſon, in 
©. theſe Queſtions, .is not meant ſuch a: 
©* Being, 4s #5 commonly underſtood by 
« that\'word:; namely, a compleat intel- 
<« ligent Being, diftintt from every: 0- 
* ther Being, - 'He needs fay no more ; 
for if the Trinity of Divine Perſons are 
not ſacly Perſens, as ; are commonty 
meant and deſigned when- we aſe the 
word. Perſons; and 2h as he farther. 
adds,” they are neither didnt, Jr. 
compleat, nor mtelligent' Beings; what- 
Contentions ſoever: he may. atfe& to 
raiſe, with the Unitarians ; they. will 
never have any with him, concerning 
the - Trinity. . They: oppoſe; no,other 
Trinity of: Perſons, . but ſuch as are cha-. 
raQer'd -to be dittinct,. and compleat, 
and intelligent: Beings; in.a _ ach. 
Perſons, as are commonly-ittended by 
the word Perſons: which Trinity, we 
ſee, his. Lordſhip expreſly - d:ſavows. 
And *tis -certain, that fo alſo. does the 
Catholick Church ; eſpecially tmce; the 
Lateran Council, Ame 1215, - ., 

| Inivery.deed, t0;be a true Unitarian, 
he needed 0nlyitoiſay ; that the Divine 
Perſons are not. three intelligent Beings, 
they are but one intelligent Being : tor 
this being granted, the Unitarians have. 
gained all they contend for ; becauſe by 
but oze Divine Perſon, they mean bit: 
one intelligent: 8-118. - Bat veils 
FLordfhip adds, the Divine Perſons are. 
rar diftratt Beings ;, nor jucis Perſons as 
we commonly mean, whe we ule the 

E ” -., mal 
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word Perſons : it is evident, that his 
writing againſt the Unitarians was 2 


mere Act of Zeal. He'is now got con-. © 


fiderably into» the -Interefts of the 
Church ; a 
- 4 Mer wel - 
Bi n Heart, as as in Name : 

Re he attacks, in one Book, all 
the Church's Enemies : , without 
ing to be 1 whether = are 
Enemies indeed, either to Fw Church, , 
oy to himfel#: 

Let us take hahes P: Carat, out 
of the (before-cited) Dionne, to the 


which will farther evince bis 
Lords Cyntivn with the Unita- 


- that'it 'may. appear. (ta © 
limle Fai ) that he 1$a © 


ay- 


« from the ſame Effence. Atf that 
* the Soul of Man hath Intelleftion,, 
* and Zqve, which flow from. its-E(- 
& + ſence. I they conceived, that the 
& primary. At-,of the: vine. Llanes 
{was is Faſo, b 2Þ b it Cop all 
« i_ Ge fuck ooo. one 
eligned 
** this, they thought, mighe.'be ca d 
< the 'Son, as yy pi an of 
&. the eternal Alind. While from that 
* Foimntam-Prineciple - [eternal Mind} 
* © togetheys- with this inward WORD 
< or Wiſdom, there ys ge a Love, 
© that was to flue forth, and was to 
& ** be the Soul: of the Creation ;, but. 


rians. Nas a0 ; rh in, ©. more. eſpecially to animate - the 
< « givers Picee expreſs themſclies, © « Charch his was. r an > 
he faxe ca or © was afterwards. dzeſſed - up, wks 
c«< « Gann, as Z they meant the ſame Be- © great deal of dark Nooetys tay 
& ing, #9 4 general Senfe';, even as all © Schools: nay, it'grew to 2p 
are of the ſame Sub- © verſally-rece; ved Opinion. 
c < {ane that-is, are the ſame Order ar Is this he, that writes againſt the U]- 
fore of Creatures. And nitarians z and hes no better Compli- 


they [the 
« Father ſem to- intitle the Divine 
h ' to different Operations ;, not 

"y « only in the Oeconomical way,. but 


ments.for * em, bat irreligious profligate: 
Villains? The World knows, of ot 
of the Unitarians, is; name- 


« {o.that one of them does.that, which ly, that the Deity us one (numerical } 
« the other does.not- This indeed was, Being ;, one ance (not as ſome of 
& eafity- appr but-* ſeemed. the F rhe wm Hy) 10 th refore blamed 
&« direQly 5 to afſer three Gods 3 which by his Lordſhip,, faid, «re Tang © aca 
& is very contrary to ly in a general Senſe, datÞ.c _— Now 

« , of Old-and: New with- one ent Underiba wi 


<« 'Feſtaments : ' in-which, the Unity of 
« God is & often» held: forth; that 
« gthers took another way of explaining 
& the Frinity, viz. by their 
« Foundation, that the Deity uw ane 
& (numerical) Being. Theſe latter ob- 
«ſerved ;, that the Sw,  belides his. 
« own Globe, ate Emanation of 
« Feat, and another of Light : which 
E& haye different Operations, and alt 


and-Power of Aion : —_— 

they call oe Perſon; they is bas the 

Deity to be three Perſons 11 no other 

Senſe, bat of three numerical intelh- 
gent Subſtances. What now does his 

Lordi os WOth, - ſome of 4 


thought --. other 
«nag took the Deity- to RE od 
Perſons, that they are three ({piritual 
intelligent): Subſtances, uet pn 
a ort 


(35 


ſort or kind, but in Number, three di- 
ſtin& Beings that have dferoe Opera- 
tions : but, Nith his Lordſhip, 'fis con- 


trary to the moſt expreſs Detlarations, 


of the Old and New Teſtaments. A- 


gain, he faith 3. the «niverſallyrecerved. 


op ation of the Trinity, and which 
is the Explication of the Divines of the 
Schools, is; that from eternal Mind, 
as a Fountain-Principle, have -proceed- 
ed Wiſdom, and Love : Wiſdom is the 
firſt At of Admnd; and being as it 
were generated by Mind, is therefore 
called che Sen. $0 that eternal origr- 
val Mind, the immanent A& of W:ſ- 
dom generated thereby, and the (ing 
forth (or Spiration) of Divine Love, 
are by his Lordſhip's expreſs Confeſli- 
oh what the Divines of the Schools 
afte 


r St. Auftin and other. Fathers) 


have called the Trinity of Divine Per- 
ſons, or Father » Son, and Holy Spir it. 
Nay, this is the 1iverſally-recerved E x- 
plication of the Trinity. But did the 
zrreligions Villains ever oppole this Tri- 
nity, univerſally (as his Lordſhip fays) 
received ? Do they deny eternal origt- 
val ind; the everlaſting immanent 
Act of Wiſdom, generated by it; or 
the perpetual Spiration of Divme Love 
proceeding from original Mind, . an 
the inward. Logos or Wiſdom ?_ He 
ows the contrary ; he knows we are 
Brethren-: fori] hope; that himſelf. be- 
| lieves the univerſally-recerved Explicati- 
07, But then, wh are we out of lis 
Favour ? why zrreligious Villains, againſt 
.-whom and their DoErine, *tis ſo nece{- 
ſary to caution and inſtruct the _ 
1gnorant) Clergy of the Diocefs of $4 


not be anſwered ; but by {ſaying : here 
his (fel Epiſcopal . Zeal, for Holy 
Mother ch, in the Intereſts of 
which he is got to be a conſiderable 
Part, was by much too forward. As 
Dr. Walls, who i « \Sociftian and in 
half, could publiſh I know not how ma- 
ny Letters, and Sermons, againſt the 
Socinians; aſperſing alſo (in the moſt 
bitter, and falſe manner) the very Per- 
os — & So his 
ord{hip, not ex to rightly 
informed of their Do&rine and Opint- 
ons, calls thoſe irreligions Villains, who 
hold and maintain the univerſally>re> 
ceived Explication ;, and profeſſes to 
take it as the very heaweft of all 1m- 
putations, when the Confiderer ſaid, in 
Terms of Reſpect, the Unitarians ſub- 
mit to hu Lordjhp's Dottrine, + 
Methinks, no Man ever had leſs Oc- 

cafion given/him, to anſwer fo unhand- 
fomly, 1 had almoſt ſaid inbumanly, as 
his Lordſhip has done. It is eaſy to 
{ce, in the Air and Spirit of his Wrt- 
ting ; that the! Confiderer (had he not 
affected the contrary) could have choſe 
ſuch Expreffions ' and Terms, concern 
ing his Lordſhip's Doctrine ; as ſhould 
have wakened, and drawn down upon 
him, all the Enemies he has in the 
World. _ The leaſt of thoſe many 
things, that a Perſon ſo well verſed in 
theſe Queſtions, as'the' Confiderer ap- 
pears to be, could have faid ; the leait 
and fofteit of his Imputations, might 
have been this : that his Lordſhip is not 
ſo Catholick, or Orthodox, in any of 
theſe (depending) Queſtions ; as the 


; 4- Unitarians are. But letus go on, 
lesbury? The. Queſtion, I-doubt, can- . - | WF 


E 2: 


On 
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Oz xhe Acconnt, given in the Letter, of the Incarnation, and 
| Divinity of our Saviour. | 


(QOncerning the Trinity .of Divine 
3 Perſons, his Lordſhip (we have 
feen) believes; they- are not compleat, 
nor diftin Beings; nor ſuch Perſons 
as are- commonly: meant, When we uſe 
the -term Perſons: we were beſt, :he 
ith, to call them in general terms, 
the three,” or. the bleſſed three ;, and 
'thereby falence all Oppoſition and Dil- 
pute. And for the 'term Sox, he inti- 
mates at p.\99. © it doth not belong at 
* all to any of the three; but only to 
* ur Saviour as he was the Meſlias. 
That 4s, as he - was the {an Jelus. 
And hereby, he ſays again, all the. Spe- 

dations concerning an eternal Genera- 
T0; are cut off. This hefſaysat p.100. 
RZgreeably to this (as I faid, more thar 
Unitarian Doftrine, for:the Unitarians 
allow the eternal Generation 'of the Lo- 

s, Son, 'or Wiſdom) he explains alſo 

e Incarnation, or Divinity of our Sa- 
wieur. HE 
Ged in :the human Nature, to be ſach, 
and to have like Effects ; as God's in- 
habiting the Cloud of Glory, during 
ſomepart of the Old-Teſtament Ages : 
for.-this Cloud was. worlhipped, he 
Faith ; *and he might have added, 
called Gad, becauſe of God in it. But 
In kes better, he -contends; that the 
Indwelling of the Godhead in Chriſt, 
Wwasa vital-Indwelling, like that of the 
Soul :in:the Body ; and not an ofiting 
Tnanglling, like that of Inſpiration, : or 
the Gift of Tongues, -or of Miracles. 
'This awft be +candidly interpreted, or 
& is 'the Apollinarian Hereſy ; :can- 


makes: the Incarnation -of + 


demned in ſo many General Councils : 
but I am perſwaded,-he meant no He- 
terodoxy by a wital Indwelling. He 
meant not, that the Humanity /ves, 


by its Union with the Divinity ; which 


was the Dodtrine of Apollinaris : he in- 
tends only, that <©the Humanity of the 
&*. Lord Chriſt is extirely under the Im- 
<« preilions, - and - Conduct of the In- 
© dwelling Divinity ; -and receives co7- 
© ftant Communications of Light, and 
«< Impulſe, from it. So I find him 
{peaking at p. 107. And in the next 
Page, ;2\\** The eternal WORD 
<«<-affumed the Maninto an inward Oe- 
*conomy ; fo as always to luminate, 
© conduct, .and actuate it. This is the 
* cleareſt: Thought, we tan have; of 
* the human Nature's fabliſting by the 
« Subſiltence of the WORD ; that is 
of the Incarnation, or Hypoſtatical 
Union | | 
This is far enough, to be-Orthodox : 
but the Unitarians believe ſomewhat 
more ; they are a degree or two more 
Catholick and Orthodox. They be- 
lieve: indeed, with his Lord(hip, not 
only thatGod did inſpire our Saviour 
or {o.far communitated ' himfelf, that 
the Lord Chrift - wrought Miracles by 
the Virtue that was alwaysin him, and 
not by a Power beſtowed only. occaſio- 
nally and incidentally ': but that our 
Saviour's Humanity was conſtantly ills 
-minated, -conducted, and actuated by 
-God. in -him; and had wnfading Com- 
munications -of Light, and Impulſe, 
:from the -Divinity ; he was entirely _ 

der 
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der the Impreſſions and Condu there- 
of. Yet, as his Lordſhip alſo adds at 
Þ. 107. © ſtill leaving to the inferiour 
&« Mind ſto the rational Soul of Chriſt] 
« its own Liberty, and all its natural 
'<« Powers. And we refle& alſo on it ; 
that 'tis with much more Juſtice and 
Propriety, that our Saviour 1s called 
God, on the account of ſach. Indwel- 
ling of God : than Moſes, or Solomon, 
or even than Angels themſelves z who 
can be called Gods but only by Repre- 
ſentation, or at-moſt on the account of 
God's affiſting, and inſpiring them, as 
occaſion hapned to require. But the 
Unitarians, as I faid; believe ſomewhat 
more. They do not appropriate the 
Incarnation, to merely the WORD. 


They hold, that the whole Deity (or. 


-Godhead) dwelt in our Saviour; all the 
Fulneſs of the Godiead, as St: Paul 
{peaks, and not only the WORD, 
dwelt in him bodily - Not that: the 
whole Effence of the Infinite God, be- 
came commenſurate to a finite Man ; or 


'Of the Satisfaction, 


T HE Unitarians differ ſomewhat, 
from ſome other Catholicks, in ex- 
plaining the Doctrine of the Satisfacti- 
on; but they approve of his Lordihip's 
' Notions, concerning that Subject. T here 
are two Accounts, given of the Satil- 
faction. One of them ſfappoſes ; there 
was a Necellity, that an adequate Satil- 
faction ſhould be made, to the Juſtice 
ef God, for the Sins of Men: and that 
otherwiſe, God - could not diſmiſs us of 
the-perſonal Puniſhment, due by the 
Divine Law.:to our Sins. The other 
Lyppoſes 3 there was no Necellity, .of 


that there followed hereupon a real 
Communication of 1dioms, as ſome have 
(heretically) conceited, which-is in ve- 
ry deed a Revival of Eutychianiſm : 
but only as God is every where whatſoe- 
ver he is ;, he is God, perfe&t God, in, 
one Place, in any Poznt of Space, no 
le6 than in the whole interminable Ex- 
tenſion of Place or Space. 

This being the Unitarian Doctrine 
concerning the Incarnation, hypoſtati- 
cal or perſonal Union, and Divinity of 
our Saviour ; always believed, and pro- 
feſſed by *em : his Lordſhip: had no, 
Reaſon, toſnatch at ſo many Occaſions 
of venting his Choler on the Confi- 
derer , as if he were in danger of 
loſing his Biſhoprick, by c__— of 
the Growth of Unitarianitm ; which he 
miſtakes to be a Departure, from the 
Doctrine of the Catholick Charch ; 
when *tis nothing but an Oppoſition, 
to the Hereſy of the Rea/;ts, Of which: 
this Prelate has made it appear, he has. 
not the leaſt Tang. : 


"tis ftated.in the Letter. 


an adequate Satisfaction, on our Be- 
half: there being no ſuch vind:i@we 
Juſtice, eſſential to God; whereby he 
is obliged -to puniſh, unleſs a full Satil- 
taction be given for Offences.and Offen- 
ders. The greater Number of -the 
more learned-Catholicks, 'whether they 
be Protellants or Romaniſts, hold the 
latter of theſz ; as well as the Unitar- 
.ans do : they believe, © It was neither 
* neceſſary, nor (perhaps) .potliblez 
* that a Satisfaction thould be given to 
© the Divine Juſtice, .every way .cquat 
'& to the.cternal Puniſ}ozent, of .an dn- 

« fwite 
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<« Fnite Namber of Sinners. As my 
Lord of Sarum argues, at Þ 


+ 3 
« Ads of Chriſt, tho infinite in Valoe, - 
© have not a ftri&t Equality ; with all 


© the Sins of ſo many Men, every one 
© of which is of infinite Guilt. He 
confeſſes hereby, that an adequate Sa- 
tisfaRion was not only, not neceflary ; 
but not poſlible in the nature of the 
thing : unleſs there had been as many 
Redeemers, not only as there are Sin- 
ners, but as there are Sins. ; 

ut let us conſider, yet more partico- 
larly, what his Lord{hip's Doctrine is. 

He faith : © The Lord Chriſt was 
© loaded with all the ill Uſage, that 
& malicious Men could invent ;, he {uf- 
© fer d inexpreſſible Agonies, both in 
&« Body and Mind; and laſt of all, 
© was crucified. But in all this, he 
< willingly offer d himſelf, to fuffer 

upon our Account, and in our ſtead : 
* which _ accepted by God, that 
* he not only raiſed him from the 
* Dead, and exalted him on High ; 
© bat gave to him, even as he is Man, 
<< all Power both in Heaven and Earth, 
© and offers alſo to the World Pardon 
« of Sin. 

Of this Account of the Satisfattion, 
the Confiderer ſaid ; the Unitarians have 
ever profeſſed it. His Lordſhip (in the 
Letter) replies ; that the Racovian Ca- 
techiſm, and the firſt Writers of the 
Soctinians, expreſly deny the expiatory 
Virrue of the Sacrifice of Chriſt, on the 
Croſs : but he owns, that ſome Socini- 
ans are come off from that Error, and 
do own the expiatory Virtue of that Sa- 
crifice. He adds; that Dr. Ontram's 
learned Performance on this Subject, is 
nniverſally applauded and acquieſced 
in: and all, he faith, may be ſatisfied 


by Dr. Ontr#ms Book, what is the Do- 


of E . But as to the poor Wretch 
the Conſwlerer, he is a , his 
Lyrdjhip protonnces, to the Hiſtory of 
this Cortroverly. 


* The arine proemly received in the Church 


His Lordſhip frequently diſcovers his 


preat Paſſion for the Confiderer, often 
eftows on him his (formed) Compli- 
ments : and this particular Compli- 
ment, I ſuppoſe, has the Property of 


moſt other Compliments z that is to- 


fay, the Speaker knows *tis\ more than 
meaſure while he gives it for juſt mea- 
ſure, T ſhall leave him, arid rhe Confe- 
derer, to their Moenligneuriſms ; and 
anſver to the thing it fel Whereas 
he ſays, the Racovian Catechiſm de- 
nies the expiatory Virtue of the Sacti- 
fice of Chriſt : *tis {o far from being 

true, that this Catechiſm calls the Deat 
and Oblation of Chriſt, on the Croſs, 
Sacrificinm piaculare, an expiatory Sa- 
crifice. As for the firſt Writers of the 
Socinians z; whom alſo his Lordſhip ac- 
cuſes, as denying that the Sacrifice of 
Chriit was expiatory : thoſe firſt Wri- 
ters, he may pleaſe to know, were the 
very Authors of the Racovian  Cate- 
chiſm. This Catechiſm, which is an 
Abridgment and Defence of the Soci- 
nian DoQrine, was firſt written by 
Smalcins, and other firſt Writers and 
Preachers among the Socinians ; and 
has been improved by continual Addi- 
tions, till laſt of all it was publiſhed 
about 16 Years ſince by Benedi& IWiſſo- 
watis, With the Annotations of all the 
moſt conſiderable Writers of the Soci- 
nian way. | 
But the Unitarians muſt needs be 
glad, to hear his Lordſhip, who ſo well 
underſtands the Hiſtory of this Con- 
troverſy, 


gee P Do" 
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| troverſy, refer us to Dr. Outram's Book: 


as ant applauded and generally-regeiv 
Performance, and coneoning the an- 
doubted Dofrine of the Church of 
England, concerning the Sacrifice of 
Chriſt. For the Explication of the 
Do&trine of the Satisfaction, firſt hint- 
ed by Gretixs in his Notes on his Books, 
de Fure Belli & Pacis, and (again 
on the New Teſtament; and more ful- 
ly explained by Rxuarus and Sclichtin- 
gius, in their Epiſtles: I ſay, the Ex- 
plication of. the. Doctrine of the Sa- 
tisfaction, by theſe leading Unitarians, 
is fo plainly afferted, and to fully vin- 
dicated by Dr. Outram}, that 'tis good 
News, that the Church of England "2 
his Lordſhip, and I believe very truly, 
affures us) doth not only univerſally 
receive, but appland it. Dr. Onrram 
was as much an Unitarian, un the Do- 
Qrine of the Trinity, the Incarnation, 
and the SatisfaQtion, as the Compilers 
of the Racovian Catechiſm: but to 
eftabliſh his Dofrine, he faw it was 
neceſſary, to ſet it on another Foun- 
dation; and to expreſs it in other 
Terms, than Socinus and Crellizs had 
done. He no more beljeved, that the 
Oblation of the Lord ( rift on the 
Croſs, was an adegquare. Satisfaction to 
God's 7uftice, for the Sins of Men; 
than even Socinus, or Crellius, did, 
Tho he contends that the Lord Chrifg 
underwent param vicariam, 1. e. a Pu- 
niſhment i ar ftead ;, which Expreſ- 
fion, as it is intended by the more rigid 
Catvinifts, was difliked and oppcſed. by 
Socinus and Crellias ; yet it never et 
ter'd into his mind, that Chriſt ſo ſuf- 
fered im our ftead,, as to be conſider d by 
God as having our Guilt, or as underge- 
ing a Puniſhment equivalent therere. On 


which - two Points (and not on the 
Words in our flead, as his LOW 
imagines) our whole Controverſy wi 
fome others, eſpecially the Calviniſt 
Writers, turns. ES 
In ſhort, his Lordſhip, Dr. Outram, 
and other Catholick Writers who ap- 
rove not the Notions of ſome School- 
ivines, and {ome rigid Calviniſts, be- 
lieve neither more nor leſs concerning 
the Sacrifice by the Lord Chriſt ; than 
the Men of the Racovian way do. - All 
theſe (alike) conſider--our Saviour,,.as 
well in the Sufferings of his whole Life, 
and'in his extraordinary Agecnies in the 
Garden, as im his Paffior or the Croſs, 
as ſuffering for «s, and in onr feead - 
his Life and Death had both of /em the 
expiatory Virtue, whick his Loot 
thinks the Unitarians deny of bork, 
And alt theſe no leſs agree, againft 
fome Calviniſts, and divers Megan 
ficitans who follow the Schoots ;, that the 
Oblation made by Chrift was not an 
adequate Satisfattion, to God's Juſtice, 
it. was rather an Application to his 
Aercy. They agree, he did not ſo 
fuffer, in our ſtead; as to take on him 
our Guilt, or to undergo a Puniſhment 
—_—_— fo our Sins # no we? by ig 
go Puniſhment properly /o called ;, but 
only in- a pop * bog of the Word 


 Paniſhment. Fox Punifhment properly 


fo called, © is the Evil of Suffering, 
* inflicted on a guilty Perfon, for the 
« evil of doing : but the Lord Chriſt 
having done no Evil, nor being in any 
Senſe a guilty Perſe; he cannot pro- 
gerly be faid to be punifht, bur to ſuf- 
fer. And for the Suffering in our flead, 
this alſo is rather tolerable and paſſa- 
dle, than proper ; but it may be well 
admitted w this Senſe, which . ar 

enſe 
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Senſe of the Catholick Church, viz. his Lordſhip has imagin'd a Controyers 


that © If the Lord Chriſt had not fſut- 
« fered; we (the actual Offenders ) 
& ſhould have been puniſht. Briefly, 


ſy, where there is really none : and 
while he is a Catholick, he' muſt con- 
tinne an Unitarian. 


PR 
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IM Anſwer to the Four Letters, by Mr, H, De Luzancy. 


Fo the Publiſher. 


STR, 
Have read the 4 Letters of Mr. De 
BB Luzancy, againſt the Unitarians ; 
A. and as you delire, will make ſome 
Anſwer to them. 


His Fr:face-makes two Attacks; tel- 
ling them, 1, The Conſent of the whole 
Chriſtian World, muſt be a ſtrong In- 
ducement to a eſt Unitarian ; to 
miſtruſt all his Arguments. To op- 
poſe all that has been, or zs. great and 
good in the Church of - God, is too much 
for the moſt preſuming Diſputant. 
' The Caſe then, as Mr. L. ſtates it, 
is; one fide has Argument, the other 
has Authority or Number. The Side 
or Party that has nothing but Argu- 
ment, -oaght not. to preſume on their 
Reaſons ; againſt the Authority of rhe 
whole World : or as he corrects himſelf, 
npon ſecond Thoughts ; all that is 
great and good in the Church. = 
If Mr. L. has no better way, of 
deciding theſe Controverſies 5 how do 
I fear, they will never be ended. The 
Unitarians will {urely deny, that all the 
Chriſtian World, or ſo much as all that 
is great and good in the Church, is a- 
gainſt them : they wilt pretend that 
emſelves are a part of the Chri- 
flian World, and for great. and good 


they need not to ſay it of themſelves, 
the Ableſt of their great and good Op- 
poſers have. often. ſaid -it of them. 
'They will fay farther ; that in a Claſh 
between Argument, and Number; the 
whole World, and all that 55 great init, 
when weighed - againſt but one Argu- 
ment, is, as if you had put nothing at 
all into the Scale : they will certain- 
ly abide by it, that Argumznt can be 
repelled by nothing but Argument ; 
as Diamonds are cut, * only. by - Dia- 
monds. | 4 
1 adviſe Mr. L. who urges againſt 
us all the World; to conſider a little of 
th whip cr he will find in a Trea- 
tiſe, in the 24 Tore of- the Works of 
Athanaſius. © They are to be pitied, 
* who judg of a Doctrine, by the 
«& numbers of thoſe who profeſs” it. 
* Phineas, Lot, Noah , St. Stephen, 
* had the Multitnde againſt 'em ; yet 
* what honeſt Man would not rather 
© be of their ſide, than of the World's ? 
<« --.-When you obje&t to me, Multi- 
* tude; you do but ſhow the great ex- 
«© rent of Wickedneſs, and the great 
« number of the Miſerable. | 
2.: His next Blow is; that, © Faith 

© and Reaſon are two things : what 
« is the Obje& of Faith, caynot - 
the 


OY 
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<« the ObjeR of Reaſon. Nor is it ſuffer- 
c« able toreje& the'Belief of the Myſteries 
« of the Trinity and Incarnation ; be- 
& cauſe ozr narrow and corrupted Reaſon 
« ſtarts Contradiftions, in a Subject ſo 
& much above our Capacities. It looks 
« indeed like Charity, but is certainly 
& an Inadvertence, to anſwer the Sv- 
& cinians in their own Way : that is, 
« to run with them upon the ſame 
« falſe Scent, of reaſoning on things, 
&« which we ought to believe, and a- 
« dore;; - | 

-But in very Deed are Faith and 
Reaſon two. things; ſo that -what is 
the Obje&t of Faith, cannot be the 
Obje&t of Reaſon; as Mr. Z. here 
affirms ? I had thought Fairh had 
been -nothing elſe, but *© an Afſent gi- 
« ven to Propoſitions or Facts, upon 
«. reaſonable Proof made of them. 
And when the Apoſtle defines Faith to 
be Teayudmy Taevys s Cacmouirey, the 
Proof or Demonſtration ( or, as our 
Tranſlation: has it, the Evidence) of 
things not ſeen - he teaches, not only 
that the Obje& of Faith'and of Reaſon 
is the (ame; but that there cannot be 
Faith without Reaſon; and that, Faith 
is the Produtt of Reaſon. 

It is ſurely a very raſh Propoſition, 
that © what is the Obje&t of Faith, 
« cannot be the Obje& of Re2ſorn. For 
hath Faith no other Obje&ts, but ei- 
ther unintelligible 12 feries, or flat 
Non-ſenſe? All other things are the 
proper Objects of Reaſor. 

The ſhort of what Mr. L. advances, 
is; the Trinity and Incarnation are 
Scripture - Myſteries : therefore if a 
thouſand Contradictions be implied in 
the Belief of them; yet we mult believe 


them, on the Authority of Scripture. 
It is certain to me, this learned 
Gentleman does not believe, accord- 
ing to” this loole Scheme. I crave 
leave, to ask him a few Qucttions. 
Would he himſelf believe 4 Contra- 
diftory Propefition, or that fo. ſeemed 
to his Reaſon ; if he fonnd it taught 
in Scripture ? Would he bclieve, that 
Ore and Two are not Tice, if the Scrip- 
ture ſaid it ? Why does he calumni- 
ate Reaſon, the Light ſet up in us by 
God himſelt ; under the Names of 27- 
row and corrupted; when he himfclf 
would make this ſame narrw and cor- 
rupted Reaſon the Supream and laſt 
Judg of any Propoſition, that ſzemed 
to him. plainly contradittory, or flatly 
impoſſible ? Is there one Lay for bin, 
and another for the Unitarians ? Are 
the Unitarians obliged to believe Con - 
tradictions, while Mr. Z. is exempt 
from that (abſurd and impratticable) 
Law ? Mr. Z. may pretend what he 
pleaſes, upon hope that we cannot look 
into the Kecefſes of his Heart ; but I 
will not accept any Man's Oat for it, 
that he would aſſent to a Propoſition 
or Doctrine that ſeemed to him a Lat 
Contradifion, if it were aFrmed in 
Scripture, But if fo 5 if neither 
Mr. L. nor any Man elfe, will believe 
a Doctrine that {ſeems to him to be 
plaialy Contradifiory : it follows that 
the Unitarians rightly require, that 
the Contradictions they find in the No- 
tion and Belief of a Trinity, as 'tis 
ſtated by the Realifts, be (tolerably) 
ſatisfied 5 and that io reaſon upo:r theſe 
@ueft;ons, is not (as Mr. Þ. pretends) 
to-run upon a falſe Scent. 
This therefore is the firſt Qaeſtio! 
7” F | that 
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that I deſire Mr. Z. to reſolve ; wilt he 
believe a Doctrine, that ſeems to him to 
umply manifeſt and inconteftable Con- 
traditions, if ſuch Dodtrine or Propo- 
ſition were indeed found in Scripture ? 
Would he notfay, that to eſtabliſh the 
Credibility of any Record or Book, 
theſe two Qualifications are equally re- 
quiſite : that it: hath. the external At- 
teſtation, of [uffcient Witneſſes to it ; 
and the internal, of being conſiſtent 
with it ſelf, and to confeft and indubi- 
table Truths ;, that is, that it be free 
trom Contradictions and Impoſlibili- 
ties * If this, or ſuch like,. is the An- 
_ wer he would make, he muſt be con- 
tent, to argue theſe Queſtions about 
the Trinity and Incarnation; not from 
Scripture only, but from Reaſon alſo : 
nay, from Reaſon chiefly, and ulti- 
mately. 

Secondly, I ask, again; if Mr. L. 
will believe what {ſeems to his Reaſon, 
a flat Contradiction, ſuppoſing. it to 
be found in Scripture: yet does he 
adviſe us tobelieveclear Contradittions, 
that are not clearly revealed in Scripture ? 
Three infinite and eternal Spirits, each 
of them (ſingly, and by _—_—_ a 
molt perfect God, and yet all of them 
(together) but one God. ; this ſeems 
to me, a moſt clear Contradittion : 
am I bound to believe it, if 'tis. not 
as clearly and inconteftably revealed, 
as *tis inconteftably and. clearly a Con- 
tradition ? 

Whatever Mr: L. may think fit to. 
anſwer here, I judg that moſt People 
will be of: Opinion ; that the Reve- 


lation for it ought to. be moſt clear :* 


ſoclear, that a fair and ingenuous Rea- 


ſoner will not conteſt the- Poſir:vereſs.. 


and Evidence of the Revelation. But 
now the Texts, and Contexts, that are 
alledged, to prove three eternal and in- 
finite Spirits, each of them a perfett 
God, areclogged. (Mr. Z. knows) with 
abundance of Uncertainties, "Tis deni- 
ed (he knows) with great Vehemence; 
by the ableſt Criticks of the Trinita- 
rian Perſwaſjon , that ſome of theſe 
Texts were coinally {o read, as they 
are now publiſhed in our common Bi- - 

es; nay- ſome of them were not read 
at all,, in any Bible, till 5 or 600 
Years after the Deceaſe of the Apoſtles, 
and other ſacred Penmen. But whe- 
ther antiently read, or thus read, yea. 
or no; there is zone: of them but is 
moſt fairly capable of a Senſe, conſiſt- 
ent with the Unity of God., as 'tis- 
taught by the Unitarians and Nomi- 
nals, and is actually ſo interpreted by 
divers of the moſt allowed and cele- 
brated: Interpreters of the Church, 
Who ſees. not here, that to introduce 
and believe Monftroſities, on ſach. a 
craz'd Foundation as this; is togiveup 
common Senſe , wi a tolerable. 
Cauſe for-it : whenas indeed. there can- 
be no Cauſe ſo great, as may-induce us 
to part with it? 'Tis to - admit, and 
defend Contraditions, and that in a 
capital Article of Religion 3 when we 
need not : 'tis to ſacrifice the cleareſt, 
and. moſt important diftates: of ' Rea-. 
ſon ; not to.any. Neceſlity, but to our - 
ſecular Intereſts, or our Wantonneſs. 
From which, for my part, I deſire ta be. 
ever clear. 

Again, I would know of Mr. L. 
who ſo. deſpiſes (thoſe poor Trifles). 
ContradiQtions, aud Impoſlibilities 3 
and thinks them to be no Blemiſhes to 

Religion, 
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Religion, nor any Hindrances of 


Faith : whether, in fober Sadneſs, he if h 


believes, that a contradiftory, either 
Propoſition, or Do&rine, car be true? 
I youu to = apy W " is cn 
ifory, 1s impoſſible : and 'tis agree 

I think, by Divines of all Perſwaſt- 
ons ; that Impoſlibilities and Contra- 
ditions (whether they be Propoſitions 
or Facts) cannot be verified, by the 
Divine Omnipotence it {elf 

If a Doftine or Propoſition, that 
conſiſts of contradiFory Parts; luch as, 
<« three infinite Spirits, each of which 
« is a perfet God, and all of them 
« but one God; can be true : there 
will be no ſuch thing as Falfpood. For 
we therefore ſay, ſuch a Doftrine or 
Propoſition is fall ; either becauſe 'tis 
an abſolute Nullity ; or becauſe we 
perceive, that the Parts of it contraditt 
one another, or they contraditt ſome 
other Propoſition or Doctrine, that is 
a certain and agreed Truth, If once 
tis Is yyns: that two Truths may con- 
tradifþ one another or what is the 
fame, that contradictory Propoſitions 
or Do&rines may be both of 'em true ; 
when ſhall any Propoſition (but a mere 
Nullity) be yielded to be falſe ? ſee- 
ing (as I faid) Falſood is nothing elſe, 
but a Contradicion to what is true. 
And if Propoſitions that imply Contra- 
dicions to one another, may yet both 
of them be true ; they muſt both be 
true, while they are alſo both falle : 
for while they contradict one another, 
and yet both of them are true ; each 
denies the other to be true. 

In ſhort, I intreat Mr. L. to anſwer ; 
would he believe a Docrine ſaid to be 
revealed in Scripture, which Propoſi- 
tion or DoErine himſelf judged to be 


a clear and certain Contradiftion ? Or 
if he would, yet are clear and jncon- 
reftable Contraditions to be. believed, 
that are not clearly and inconteftably re- 
vealed ;, but are founded on Authori- 
ties of very diſputable Credit and Yeri- 
ty, and moſt wncertain Senſe ;, in the 
Judgment of ſome of the ableſt (Or- 

ox) Criticks and Interpreters ? 
And laſtly, can a Doctrine, confiſting 
of contradiftory Parts, be true? is it 
Truth, or is it Falſhood, that contra- 
dicts certain Truth ? 

I would not have Mr. L. to hope, 
he may elyde the firſt and laſt of theſe 
Queſtions ; by ſaying : that real Cor- 
traditions, or Doctrines that conſiſt 
of Propoſitions really , contradictory, 
cannot be true , but it may happen, 
that what ſhall ſeem to us, to our cor- 
rupted and narrow Reaſon, a Contra- 
diction, is not ſo, As for Inſtanc 
three eternal Spirits, each (ſingly, a 
by himſelf) a perfe&t God, and all of 
them (together) but one God ; ſeems 
indeed a Contradiction, to our cor- 
rupted Reaſon, but is therefore not a 
real Contradiction, becauſe 'tis reveal- 
ed in the Word of God. 

For, 1. Heſays, © Three infinite Spi- 
< rits, each of them 2 God, are all of 
* them but.one Gced: This is no real 
«© Contradiction ; becauſe 'tis found in 
* Holy Scripture. Suppoſe now, he 
ſhould alſo ſay ; © Three finite Spirits, 
«© each of them an Angel, are all of 
* them but one Angel. Is it not a 
Contradi&tion, in what Book fſoever 
Mr. L. may pretend to diſcover it ? 
If this latter is a 7ea! Contradition, fo 
(of necellity) is the former : becauſe 
the two Propotitions, as to the formal 
Reaſon of them, are identically the 

F 2 ſame ; 
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fame; they differ only in their Appli- 
cation. One is fallly affirmed of' God ; 
the other, -not more falſly, armed of 
an Angel : but the thing that makes 
them to be falle, every one: ſees, is 
this; that concerning one and the ſame 
Subje&t, 'we affirm different Numbers, 
one and three. 2. Mr. Us only Elu{i- 
on, . to ſo much ſound Senſe as the Um- 
tarians objet to him, is; that human 
Reaſon is narrow and corrupt : and 
therefore we muſt not make ita Judg, 
of what is revealed: in Scripture ; but 
filently adore and believe: the Scrip- 
tures, notwithſtanding all the idle Clat- 
ter made by Reaſon, concerning Con- 
—_ and Impollidilities. I an- 

ver 5 

Firft; If the Queſtion were, con- 
eerning ſomething that is expre/ly deli- 
vered in Holy Scripture; it might be 
plauſibly alledged, that our arrow 
and. (as Mr. L£.. pretends) cor7upted 
Reaſon ſhould; filently fubmit, to- the 
Revelation cf God, infinitely wiſe. If 
it were laid in expreſs Terms, -* There 
<« are three eternal infinite Spirits ; 
« and tho each of them is a perfect 
© God, vet all of them are. tut one 
«< God; Mr. UL. might colourably 
objet the Naurrawpneſs of the human 
Reaſon, when Men offer'd to reje& the 
expreſs Declaration - of God, as if it 
implied ſome obvious Contradictions, 
Eur the caſe is otherwiſe ;. it is this-: 

Some People require us to believe, 
* there are three inhinite Spirits, eac/ 
* of them a God, and a!! of them but 
«<. one God. It ſeems to us, a Belief 
contradiftory to.it ſelf ;, and inconiiſtent 
with the aumericel Cnity of God, deli- 
vered every. where in Scripture. To 
the firſt part. of this Exception, that 


the Belief propounded to us by ſome 
that (falſly) call themſelves the Church, 
is contradiftory to it ſelf 5 Mr. L: an: 
fwers : No Matter. for that ; for the 
human Reaſoy is narrow and corrupted, 
and therefore muſt not be allowed to 
judg of what God has revealed to us, 
in his Word. We challenge this An- 
ſwer of Mr. L. and others, of manr- 
feſt Impertinence ; -decavſe it ſnppoſes 
that we pretend to charge with Self- 
contradiction a Revelation or -Decla- 
ration of God, and that we reaſon 
againſt fomething delivered expre/ly. in 
Holy Scripture, which is the Word of 
God. If Mr. L. could. ſhow us. the 
Belief he exacts of us, ſet down in--ex- 
preſs Words, in the Word of God ; 


'his Anſwer were juſt, and to the pur- 


poſe : but ſeeing it 1s confeſſed to be 
only an Inference, that ſome Men draw 
from Scripture, Mr. L. in vain infifts 


on the —— or Corrieþtion of the 


human-Reaſon, by- occaiton of onr'de- 


nying whiz t& only an [ference from 


Scripture. I do not think he' will ſay, 


that the Reaſon of the Unitarians is 
narrower or more corrupt than their 
Neighbours ; if not, what Trifling is 
it, to urge the Narrown.is or Corrup- 
tion of the haman Reaſon :- for if Mens 
Reaſon, being {o narrow and corrupt as 
Mr. L. pretends, is not to be truſted. in 
judging of, or arguinz upon a Divine 
Revelation ; may it not be as fallible 
in drawing Tuferences from Scripture, 
as in judging the Conſiſtency or the Self- 
Contradithion of thoſe Tnſerences? Briet- 
ly, let Mr. Z.-ſh-w me' theſe Words in 
Scripture; © There are three eternal 
* andinfinite Spirits : Ad again, theſe 
* Words; three infinite Spirits, each 
«© of which. is perfet God, yet all of 

<* them. 
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©. them -but one: God. He" wilt:fay, 


he cannot ſhow:me theſe very/Words; 
but thete are in Scriptufe other /Words; 
froth whence: thoſe : Propoſitions may 
be rightly interred : andthe human Rea- 
ſor? is too corrupted and narrow ; that 
it may be ſet up as a Judg; of what 
is delivered -in the Word .of God; 
whatſoever Contradictions: or Selt- 
Contradiions Reaſon pretends to find 
inthe Do&rines of Scripture, It 1s too 
fallible (becauſe *tis both ' arrow; and 
corrupted) to be heard againſt the inii- 
nite Wiſdom of God, {peaking in his 
Word: We reply; let the human 
Reaſon/ be as corrupted and narrow 
as \Mr:*L.'and' others fancy it ito be: 
yet fil it will be as able and fit tojudg, 
of © the Confiſtency, or Self-Contradi- 
Rion, 'of DoErines or Propoſitions not 
expre/ly contained in Scripture, but on- 
ly inferred by Reaſon, from Scripture ; 
3 it 15-to 4ifer or'draw thoſe Propoli- 
tions-or Do&trines from: Scripture. ' It 
Reaſonmay-not be truſted,/;to judg of 
Do&rines that are but only Mens [- 
ferences from Scripture ; it can as little 
be truſted, to frame or draw thoſe In- 
ferences from Scripture : its Narrow- 
neſs and Corruption muit be dittruited, 
as mach in the one caſe, as-in the other. 
If Mr.-L. hopes/toſet afide the Contra- 
dictions;thast Reaſon finds in this Creed, 
there are three infinite Sp:rits, &Cc. we 
claim it as our Right, to {t aſide that 
Creed, becauſe 'tis only an /nference 
drawn from- Scripture, by ithe human 
Reaſon, which is altogether corrupted 
(he ſaith) and extremely 242rrow. Does 
Mr. L. deny, that. the Contradictions 
we find in this Inference which ſome 
make from Scripture, © There are 
_ © three infinite Spirits, each of them a 


< perfe&+;Gad, all: of them but one; 
©. God + are: [real QContradictions;.to 
the homaniReaſon aswe nowihave it? 
No ; :but he ſays, : our Reaſon; 
'tis 10 narrow: and corrapt;; 1s not to: 
heard againſt Ged. Right; but we 
expect, 1t may.be heard againſt er - 
that !1s, cancerning : the ;Poſlibility, or 
Conliftency of mere 1nferencei:made by 
len, from God's Word:,:In a; word 3 
we contend; that the-human-Reaſoh is 
asquahfied; to yudg - of Inferences, as 
to frame them, retht 2 

We infift. upon this, as- a full Aun- 
{wer to this -uſual-- Subterfuge ;, anc 
great, nay only Detenee of. all cur Op; 
poſers : - We- call evetty;-body-to wait- 
neſs, that *tis;not only - frivolous, but 
wholly impertinent. --When they have 
declamed never ſo long, upon the Cor- 
ruption and Narrownels of the haman 
Reaſon: if it- may. not be a Juds--of 
Interences- from Scripture ;,' neither 
{Lould. it - preſume to make, contrive, 
or  draw-! any ſuch Interences. [Qur 
Oppoſers - dare- not ſay - this -latter-; 
therefore neither can they, with Con- 
{itency to theinſelves, f{ay the former. 

But becauſe.this is a famous Topick ;, 
F will ſay ſomething farther upon it. 

Secondly; When they injer Doftrines 
from: Scripture, which, by their own. 
Confetiion, imply munifeft Contradicti- 
ons ;, that 1s, ſeem to our Reaſon as it 
now is, to imply manifeſt Self-Contra: 
dictions : and theſe Inftzrences, when 
once made, become to ſacred witlx 
Ein, that they. muit not be. judged of, 
no not by that human Realon that 
made -'em; I ſay, when th's. is the 


caſe ; do they not tay hereby, that ve- 
ry keaion 1s 77f:4:4e, which in the. 
{ame Breath they decry as corrupt, nur- 

YAP,, 


=. 


I = 
. when ——_— Unitarian offers 
Confiit 


to examine the ency or Poflibi- 
lity of thoſe Dodtrines, which Reaſon 
inferred -from Scripture 3 all on 'the 
 fadden, 'they farprize us with a con- 
trary 'Pretence, that Reaſon: is arrow 
and corrupt,” and ' therefore _ has. no 
Right of Suffrage in things of this :na- 
ture; they are above Reaſon, not to 
be judged by it. Methinks, there can- 
not eaſily be a more apparent Contra- 
diction, than” this very Defence of our 


OngaSy, imfities : 'they give, and 
| back, in the fame Cauſe and 
Thing. They exclude Reaſon, from a 
' bare Suffrage; and yet make it a Judg : 
they allow it to ſtamp an infallible and 
facred' Character, on the Inferences it 
makes; but will not permit, it ſhould 
re-examine thoſe very Inferences ; or 
ſhould review,its own Acts, toſee whe- 
ther they are conſiſtent, yea or no. 
Reaſon, according to them, is all Eye; 
and at the {ame time, 'tis Cimmerian, 
.or «ory Darkneſs. When *tis 
wiredrawing Doctrines from Scrip- 
ture, its Deductions are as facred and 
certain, as their Divine Original : but 
it loſes all its happy Dexterity and A- 
bility, ſo ſoon as it preſumes to re-exa- 
mine thoſe Deductions, whether they 
are conſiſtent with themſelves ; or are 
truly made. 

But this once more, How R_ 
has the Divine Wiſdom dealt wi 
Men, in the Hypotheſis of theſe Gen- 
tlemen ? He requires us in his Word, 
they ſay, to believe © there are three 
« eternal and infinite Spirits; and that 


«tho each of them is a perfe&t God, 
« yet all 'of them are but: one God: 
but he has ſet up in us another Light, 
even Reaſon, that ſhows us the quite 
contrary ; namely, © That there can 
** be but one infinite all-perfect Spirit; 
* and that if there were three ſuch 
© Spirits, there would be three Gods, 
« and not--one, only : that is, he re- 
quires us, by the. written outward 
Word, to believe; and by the inward 
Word, to disbelieve: he imploys the 
Authority of his Revelation, to tell us 
one thing ; and makes Faith impoſſi- 
ble, by clearly owing us the contrar 
by Reaſon. It is a moſt certain. Truth 
in Heaven, they ſay; what on Earth 
ſeems an over-grown Abſurdity ; the 
moſt dangerous; as well as the flatteſt 
and moſt obvious Contradiction. 

I grant, Divine Revelation is infal- 
lible; and the haman Reaſon ſome- 
times fallible, by. Accident : as when 
1t makes too much haſte, in judging 3 
and when it ſoars to Objects, that are 
above it. But it has always been held, 
that the Veracity of God is concerned in 
it ; that our Faculties ſhould be true, and 
be able to judg truly of what they diftinitly 
and clearly perceive. And if this be de- 
nied, the Do&rine of our Oppoſers is 
upon no better bottom, not only than 
ours; but than the moſt Chimerical 
Figments, that Fancy or Invention can 
advance. They can have no degree of 
Certainty, in the cleareft Inferences 
that Reaſon at any time makes, either 
from the Nature, or Revelation of 
God; and conſequently alſo, not of 
their Trinity of the three eternal and 
infinite Spirits : there will always lie 
this Exception ; that the Deductions 
made, are indeed clear and 0, 

ut 


the buman Reaſon. 


Beſides, it: t to be conſider'd'; 


that how much {oever an; Object may fr 
be above us ; yet the things affirmed, or 


denicd concerning 4t,. may lie within 
the Sphere of Reaſon ;,.and be as fub- 
je& to its Cognizance, as any other 
Matters are. Gad is. infinitely above 
me ; I am infinitely far from knowing 
all that God is: but if I am taught ei- 
ther in expreſs Terms, or in..Words 
that :mply. it, that there are zhree 

Gods, not one only; I can as eaſt- 
ly. judg of thoſe Words and, Expreſli- 
ons,. and: as certainly, as if they were 
ſid of a finite Semngy ] can as cer- 
tainly know. that to ſay three eternal 
and all-ſufficient Spirits, or to ſay, 
three Spirits, each ; Gaya, 25 4' perfect 
God: amounts to this, or” implies this, 
there are three Gods, and not one, on-- 
ly : :as-F-can, know, three Angelical Spi- 
rits, Or three humau Beings, 1mplies or 
amounts to this, three Angels, and 
three en... 

- The mere Sublimity: of an Objec,, 
datli.not.annul;, or. ſo much as weaken: 
the Certainty: off thoſe Afﬀirmationsor' 
Negations concerning, it ; that are com- 
mon. to ſuch Obje&, with! other Ob- 
jets tha 
ate Subjets of Reaſon. If the Defini- 
tion of God, even this, az eternal and 
all-perfett Spirit, is- multiplied, by our 
fayang, three eternal all-perfett Spirits : 
We thereby. as truly, and alſo as plain- 


ly and certainly multiply Gods ; as 
when we multiply the Definition of the . 
Sun or Earth, or other created and j- 
mite Beings, we thereby multiply Suns 
and Earths... In a word, Propoſitions 
that are eternal Yerities, are allo infi- 
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but they are concerning Obje?s, above. 


t. are the proper and. immedi- 


mite Verities, and are as much a Rule, 
by which to jadg unerringly concert- 
ing an wfmite Object, as concerning a.. 


ite. 

As for the reſt of Monſieur De Lu--- 
zancy's Book,, or four Letters : 1 know 
not, whether we are concerned in-it ;; 
till I know. more certainly, in what 
Senſe he holdsa Trinity of. Divine Per-, 
ſons, and the:Divinity. and Satisfaction 
of our Saviour. - He Pretenys to exa-- 
mine the late Prints of the Unitanans. . 
Thoſe Prints-are of two ſorts, or have. 
two. Parts ; -one part: of..*erm--contains; 
the Arguments from. Holy Scripture 
or from Reaſon, which evince the. Vni- 
y of God,. by which - we> mean, that 
there 1s-but one: all-perfett Spirit : ano- 
ther part conſiders the Texts. of Scrip- 


ture,, that are objected by ſome, againſt 
the "Belief of Ee of Cc 3. Of. 
for a Trinity. of- all-perfet Spirits; 


that is, a Trinity of Gods... To--the 
Prints, or Parts of Prints,, of the firſt 
ſort; Mr. Z. has ſaid nothing at all : 
What he has ſaid upan. the other part 
of our Books; tho we do.not approve: 
of-it, yet we might admit (or tolerate) - 
his Interpretations, ' if we certainly 
knew (as:I ſaid but now) what kind of 
Trinity he holds, and in ivhat Senſe 
he believes the Divinity and Satisfai- - 
on of our Saviour... If he directly ſays, 
the Meaning of his Interpretations, is:;, , 
that there are three eternal Minds, . 
three infinite Subftarces, three all-per- 
fe Spirits : his DoQrine is condemn- 
ed in terms, as-heretical and impious, 
by the late Decree of the Heads of . 
Colleges at Oxford; in which. Univer- 
ſity, if I miſtake not, he was once a 
Student” And if by the Divinity of - 
our Saviour, he . intends; that the - 
conc? .: 
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cond of thiee infinite Spirits' becaine 


incarnate in the Humanity -of ' Ohriſt; 
or that the Divinity-was id incarnate, 
that there followed a real (and not on- 
ly a nominal) Communication of Tdi- 
oms': + it © is doubly heretical. ''For..the 


Catholick Church owns but one tmfinite 
pirit. ' {And for a real Communication 
of - Idioms,” whereby God: (atually;: 


phyfically, or properly) becamea par- 
ticular Man, or a particular Man re:l- 


ly became God Almighty : *tis the Eu- 


tychian” Hereſy; "condemned in 10-ma- 
ny-General: Counectls.: -He cis alſo an 
s ychian, iflhe pretends 4-that when 

e 
Saviour (ri Scripture)” is' called God, 
has an: Onmiſcience or Onmipotence, or 
an Dmnepreſence attributed to him, or 
is ſaid: toi have: ieredted or: made-all 


things: Þ ſay, he would be an Euty-/ 
chian, if he pretended to aſcribe theſe: 


things to the Perſon of 'our Saviour, in 
any other Senſe but this ; fo God' in him, 
7, e. to God, who did inhabit after an 
ineffable manner, in the Humanity of 
Chriſt.'- As to the ' Satisfattion \, if he 
will have it; that Jeſus Chrift made an 
adequate Satisfattion, and therefore (in 
Equity) zor refuſable; tothe Divine 


Fuftice, for the Sins of Men: he were. 


beſt to conſider the Computations of 
the Biſhop of Salisbry, to the contra- 
ry. For s, we believe, with the Ca- 
tholick Charch-; that the Lord-Chriit 
did | traly ſatisfy Almighty God, for 
the: Sins 'of Men ; not: by paying our 
Pebr, to the Divine Jx/tice, but by 


5; 6r thinks he finds; that'our: 


his onblemiſh'd ard perfe& Life, his 
willing .and exemplary . Death ; the 
which, the Mercy of God accepted, on 
our Behalf, tho it was a refuſable Pay-' 
ment. = 7 - 

This, Sir, / is what I thought needfu] 
to be ſent to'you ; by-way of Remarks 
on Mr. L: his foar-Fetters, which he 
was pleaſed to 'pnbliſh, again{t-the U- 
nitarian- Prints. He has written after 
a civil and obliging manner : I own, 
that he may claim it as his due ;* that 
we be-tready- upon-'all - occaſions, © to 
make to him hke Returns, Whether 
it were-his Prudence, or his'Candor, 
or both; * he was [not (> ſee) willing 
to- loſe the Eſteem of his Erudition, 
and Wit ; by a ſnarling, {fordid,- and 
clowniſh way of Writing ; againlt us. 
It may be, he'conſider'd”; that Gene- 
roſity, and Gallantry, in this kind, is' 
not only no Blemiſh'or Hindrance to'a' 
Writer, but {ſerves to recommend his 
Performance to his very Oppoſers, as 
well as to his Party 'and Friends. 

Whereas . he blames ſome of our 
Prints, as'deficient in point of Reſpe&t 
to-ſome of ofr Antagoniſts ; he ſhould” 
firſt have read the Books, to which 
thoſe Prints make anſwer : he would 
have ſeen, there was a Provocation gi- 
ven; that we could not, with any Pru- 
dence, but take fome notice of it. For 
it cannot eſcape a Man fo diſcerning as 
Mr. L. is; that there is a Patience, 
which is the Vertue of a Chriſtian : 
and' there is: alſo a Patience, which is 
the Vertue of an Aſs. 


Oz 
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\ "On the Vindication by the Bp, of Worceſter. 


deſired, the new Yindication of 


| \ NDIhavercad, Sir, as you alſo 


the Dottrine of the Trinity, by 
the Bp. of -Worcefter. I think, what a 
Man can ſay of it, who would ſpeak 
in ſhort, is; © He has heartily chode 
« with the. Socinians, for the Terms : 
«and has' entirely yielded the things, 
© in queſtion 
is ſuch another Anti-Unitarian, as our 
Father Walls is an Anti-Socinian.z who 
made himſelf famous, for almoſt a whole 
Year, for his Vindication of the Atha- 
nafian Creed, and his Letrers and Ser- 
mons againſt Socinus and the Socinians : 
and has been as remarkable ever ſince, 
for a Diſcovery made upon him ; that 
himſelf is wholly Socinian, in thoſe 
very Sermons, Letters, and Vindicati- 
on that he oppoſed to the Socinians. 
*Tis a Myftery this, that Men who 
Edt agpinkt him, 2nd be Eh pethe: 
teſſedly againft him, and'his Hypothe- 
{is of 'three infinite Subſtances, three 
All-perfe&t Minds and Spirits : *tis, I 
fay, 2 Myftery, that they ſhould write 
Vindications alſo againſt us , who are 
in no other - Hereſy, as-to. theſe Mat- 
ters,. but © the Hereſy of oe infinite 
«Subſtance, ' oe Eternal, All-perfe& 
© Mind and Spirit. Perhaps Father Wal- 
l;'s Oppoſition, wasthe Effet of weak- 
ning Age , but his Lordſhip is not ſi- 
perannuated, and he has read our 
Books, and ( particularly ) makes di- 
vers 'Quotations out of the Diſcourſe 
concerning the Nominal and Real Tri- 
vitarians : where our Conſent with the 


; to the Unitarians. He. 


Catholick Church, in the Articles of 
the Trinity, and the Divinity of our 
Saviour, is declared, and cleared. 
There was therefore ſome other reaſon, 
why the Catelines fall to work againſt 
the Cethegi ; and 'tis no hard matter 
to guelsat it, nay to. aſcertain it. © But 
of that, hereafter. - | 35) 
The Structure of the Vindication, is 
in the Form and Way of modern: Ser- 
monk, of the preſent Mode and Cut of 
the Church ; of all others, as ſome think, 
the worſt. The Speaker openly profeſſes 
his Method ; that he will prove firſt, 
then Secondly, Thirdly, then Fourthly, 
and 'Fifthly. - After” this Declaration , 
comes the Sabdivifion (or new Divi- 
ſions) of theſe Firſfts,' Seconds, Thirds, 
&c. and Laſtly, . that Farer) Tani : 
Menof Wiepretend, i tence Meth 
en it , It. isnot 
but Confuſion ; - for theſe Firſts, 'Se- 
conds, Thirds, having their Subdivi- 
fions into other Firſts, Seconds, Thirds 
and they again (moſk commonly) into 
farther oy eng about the 
middle of a Diſconrſe, but' efpecially 
toward the end of-it, the Hearer or 
Reader is quite loſt ; he knows not 
what Second, Third, or Fourth is 
meant z or on what part of the Sub- 
ject, . the Speaker (or Writer) now is. 
But of all Imperfe&ions, Obſcurit 
(when a Doctrine is to be ex ined, 
or a Point to be argued) is the mo 
offenſive and ungrateful. When a Man 
enters into moſt of the Books of the 
true Unitarians; the __ is ſo our 
: ©) 


(50) ) 


of it ſelf, that it ſeems, as if one came 
into a well-furniſht Room, hung round 
with radiant Lights 5 which ſhow eve- 
ry thing in it, very UiſtinMly, and ve- 


r cably.” A Man ſees, perky, 

y Þ Objedt ; ;. and with this ve 

Liptt' about jt, - 
an 


every 


at_ the clear, 
Fred i more IefFROnS, and d pocke JR 


ut on «;L the other hand, th 
bet thay pe "Anſwers, .or Attacks) 
retgredl Dehwe, and 
Wa, w 
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1,3 res nothing but 


2 5 ER that 1 apt: 
Nuts for ever, | 
As;to the Contents, of his Book, he 
hows; that neither” Antiquity, ,,nor 
Kenjon, nor. tio at all 
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His Pro Pre. 


M5, 86s em 


oy are all againſt us. He has, up 
down, ſome Offers, at an Expli- 
cation ot the Trinity; the which, we 
throughly approve. We judg him to be 
as ; Catholick, and Orthcdox in ſe 
matter, as any 'of our, own nu 
he has called us as Pri Names 
puted as many bad things to us; 
as Dr. Wallis himſe Greer in his 
Letters, or Vindication) did : he is, 
for all t that, hg tore our Remy 


Doftrine, than Father Wallis him 
or than our Brot th... 

e Ls ps oo Quarrel betwe 
S----th and Dean' erlock ; 5 


that they, are both of 'em mer "To 
£22 the w in Intention, the 
r:in Reality and ſober Sadnefs. Tis 
: yo recancilable &nce, accord- 
ant his Lordſhip, ; 1.9 whe at it As 
namely, 772 words on ile: 
rank Is I Wer and Chat 
ere are three Divine Perſons, w [yo 
three eternal | Spirits, Alt- 
Doane Eee UnderRanngs WW 
ſo many n Wi 
and endies, which rg EM 
og a. ; een, Sherlock: or thing 
e are three Divine 
Sg _ = je Term Þ fical and Critical 
Senſe of Perſons, that i 


bs {ofa ru Wig ; one lelf-ſar 


«ama Propertzes, to be "of none, to i 
pores Property ; ke} ed hs I will £9 
over thele parts 0 ie Pendeia: 5.10 

& have Fropated | 


T1 
p % 
* 

- 

[4 

4 
” 
, 
£ 
o 
4 
T 
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= 
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Of Antiquity. 
rived to them from Adoſes and from 


Antiquity, we:claim in the firſt 
Ot aft Period ; from A- 
dani bs —_— :being a Trac of 
4000 Years: That is, two parts in 
three - _ E ———— are 
ours; tne Ours ; 
Enach,. Noah, Sems Abraham, Mae 
ken ours-z. ſo ours, that. they: are 
yielded to us,:on all bands +;'tis not fo 
rhauch as pretended, that theſe believed 
atherwiſe than the: Unitarians do, con- 
God. | /Tis. an Argument | of 
cur: Oppoſers, themſelves; that, © if 
« 4dam ofthe Autediluvian Patrianchs 
</had believed, or -kiown-the Trinity 
<.(underitand 'here, of the : Reali s 
fy yy three Almighty Eternal Sp 
© Tits; 3) it have. delcended to 


& "Maſes, res Ow fe {gr } 
« knew it not; therefore nei "Lid 
<« the afoxe-mentioned Patriarchs, whe- 
&ther ey mos x, Poſtdiluvians.' 
- . But Dr: Bull and the 'Bp.. of: Worce-* * 
fter, fearing that ſach:an- Advantage'as 
the whole "Ol Teftament-time on the. fide 
of the Unitarians, ſhould furniſh them 
with unanfiverable Arguments and Con- 
ſiderations, for the Doctrine they main- 
tain anfwver 5; That tho:the Trinity 


-Y 008 appear: — been SR to 
rchs; : or'the Jews, by amy of 
the Books of the Old Teſtament: it 
is't0 be remembred, that. the Jews had 
alſo a K abbala_or Oral Tradition, de- 


n boves: comrade ws 


God; and the Trinity was a Pore of 
this Kabhala, Whereis Conſcience ; 
ar is Religion nothing but a Name ? 
Do the Bp. and Dr. Bull, believe the 
Kabbala;. that ' He derived from .4o Gy 
_— from Ged!?.. No more than 
believe the ran; that it was = 
by Angels ; as ; the Impoſtor, the Author 
it, pretends. They contend for the 
Trinity, and the Kab va 3 tis Fn 
t they: believe not | the latter : how 
then will they der w perſivade any 
that they: believe (inwardly) Ne. 
mer'? They hae $9107 0: 3:0ep 
the Phariſc, and ' which (one-gannat 
imagine but) they believe |to/be a Fj- 
ction 5, as of Divine Original, and as 
the rrprigten Word of, God i: after i 
2: Prevarieation, who. ſhall take 
Words far 'what they pretend: to 4 


rs I L "00m 
gue with 'e Don'ts 
> Ek ; 20s anop which hey a nothing 7: 


to alledg.,and the Credit of which 1 Is Eter* 
rally. overthrown, by the Author 
Anſwer to Dy Dy.-Bull;: :1 ſhall only n 
em, that f- they arg Jews. Corr 

þ are acilans, fox the ſounder p 
of the.; Jews; the 'Karaites diſc - 
the Kabbala) they diſown their being 
Proteſtants.z for 'tis a Frindamental 
Article of Proteftantifm, that << there 
** is-no:other Word of God, but only 
« his written Word. 

Well, . but the Kabbala:; 5 
doth. it ay any. b ing of a Trinity, or 
an eternal Son. 0 God ? Ver the (eaſt 


Word... Why then is it alledged ? 
Becauſe 


Becauſe the Chaldee Paraphraſes ſpeak 
che WORD, as God, and 
" theſe Paraphraſes come to know the 
WORD, or ſpeak of him as God, but 
out of the Kabbala ? But if the Kab- 
bala has nothing of the Trinity, or the 
W OR D, how ſkonld the- Paraphra- 
ſes take what-they ſay of the WORD, 
from the Kabbala ? But after all, what 
is it, that the-Paraphraſes ſay of 
WORD); &o they call him'Goa, or 
ſpeak of him-as «Perſon ? Of the Pha- 
ces-produced by the Bp. at p. 128, 129. 
not þ = of _ ou _ = y- 
to the e at only - t A 
They heake ether of the Ten Com- 
mandments ; or of the Law; or of the 
Command or Order of God to- 2o- 
fes; 'or of the Power of - God, which 
(in the Books of the Old Teſtament) 
is. expreſſed by the Word, or Mandate 
rey oe, c—mg1 tr effects whatſo- 
ever he wi y only willing, 
manding, or ſaying, that it ſhall be. 
But the fir ft Text, - alledged by his 
Lordſhip, I know not what to ſay of 
it; for he quotes Ger. 20," 21. W 
there are- but 18-Verſts in that whole 
Chapter ; nor is there any thing in the 
whole Chapter, that bears the leaſt Re- 
ſemblance-to-what he quotes out. of it. 
Therefore ſo inuch for Chaldee, and 
Kabbala;, deſpiſed by all Learned Men, 
Jews as well as Chriftiaus; and never: 
uſed, but when - the-People are to be 


'd, witli noiſy Nothings. 
TH next, is: the important Period, 
from our Saviour's beginning to preach, 


to the taking of Jeruſalem he-Ro- 
mans, under the Condu& of "Titws Ve- 
controvert 


ppoſers 


ſpafiannes, Our: O 
with us, this Period ;- but. ſeeing the 
whole Hiſtory of it, as to-the Powy..in. 
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how ond 


the ſalem, by 


queſtion, is ſet down in the Goſpels, 
Acts, and Epiſtles, of the New Teſta- * 
ment-: every Body, that will be fin- - 
cere, may be informed from thoſe 
Holy Scriptures themſelves; whether 
they teach, that God is a Sperit, or on -. 
the contrary, that: there are three Infi- 
nite, Eternal, and All-perfe&t Spirits? .. 
A little before the Inveſting of Feru- 
the Roman Army -under-the 
leading of Yeſpaſianws;, the Jewith Chri- 
ftians were warned by their P G. 
to retire out of Feruſalem, and remove 
to. Pella, and other Parts (of Judeaand: 
Galilee ) remote from the Seat of War. 
Theſe Chriſtians'of the Jewiſh Nation- 
were called Nazzrens ; and:the Author 
of the: Anſwer to.Dr. Bull-has proved; 
G_— - were Unitarians.' His Lord- 
Ip is enuous, as to grant it; at 
P. 12, 13. y the Concettion in -the- 
inionof Dr.:Bull, amounts to au ab- 
folute yielding the whole Controverſy, 
to the Unitarians: bat: what: ſhould-he- 
do; —— being { inconteſtably- 
proved in that 'Anſiwer to. Dr. Ball, 


hen the Bp. aw, it would be cried-out up-- 


on as meer afﬀfeted Wrangling, not to- 
give way to fo clear 4m Sera 
as is there made of it. Dr. Bull com-/ 
Plains to no p that, © if the 
Nazarens were Unitarians, our Cauſe 
« can be no longer defended : and the. 
«& Unitaries muſt be granted to have: 
<<. been the only Guardians, and Cor-- 
<. ſervators of the true Faith. Judsc.. 
—_ 41, 42. | 
Whereas the Bp: inſinuates: after- 
wards, that there were. twa ſorts of, 
Nazarens ;. viz. the main Body of 
the Jewiſh Chriſtians, whe (after the; 
Inveſting of: Feruſalem) ſettled firſt at. 
Pelte, and afterwaxds. dilated all over. 
Paleſtine, 


Paleftine, Moab, Arahia, Syria, ny 
* al over Afi; who were all Unitarians: 


and another-leſſer Party of them, who 
= the taking of Jeroſale be Yr Ke- 
6746s 


aſian, were ſuffered to! 
| mor together with the G 
abode there under 15 ſucceflive ine Bibops, 
taking of 5 re Siege, and wu 
erufarem, *Dy Une EmpErour 
Adrian ; and- theſe; ( his Lordſhip * 
thinks) were, not- Unitations.. 'This Dr 
ſtinctionof two ſorts of Nazarens, or 
Jewiſh Chriſtians, -is' a,pure Figment ; 
for all the Antients who mention the 
ewiſh Chriſtians or. Nazarens, ſay of 
em,. they were all Unitgrians : and 


t-the. only difference among them; 
iy Tong ' them Sade; Jeſus: was 
2ph.and ary by Genera» 

= e Son of Goa? by Holineſs 
rap nd. Adoption; others ſaid, he was the 
Son of only, begotten of her 
bye the Adye oration of the Holy S: 


ys gf menu were ours; $5 - he does 
not offer to contelt.it.: neither 5 does 
deny to us the particular Fathers, 
claimed by us in the. Anſwer to. Dr. 
Bull ; ſaving that he is willing to ex- 
ny "Hegeſippus Theodotion, Paul of 
Kan, Photinus; 
"7 will yield, Heesfp os to > 6: Ven 
Lone when, he {a 
Ns Ankle Anſwer to Dr, Ng __ = 
"1X _— he will <A when he de- 
ſends his Sermon about Affteries, 
ag_ the Exceptions of the Conſider- 


"s. Hierom aflures us, that Theodo- 
_ old fin = Unitarian : A. c ; 
W eny it, on miſtaken) 

of Euſebius. . He ought to- 
know, knon, tha becauſe Theodotion. came 
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his. Lordſhip... Granting now that Q. 


over: from. the ;to' the Few 
Chriftians one oo ayers 


A þ Jewih Proſe might 
have 1 ub Projehre, Jad this | ors E6 
ſebins which himſelf: quotes: for 'tis 


there: ſaid, 'that '* the: Ehronites [4 

© Branch of the Netres] R—_ 
&« Theodotion and\ Aquila , cont 

” .. that Jeſus was the oo - Foſeph and 


$7 wb and: Paul of Samoſatum 


ak been always echoed by Church-- 
Hiſtorians, as- -undoubted Unitarians. 
And th his er ip rightly ſays; 
that what they ſeem to. ,have/held on: . 
cerning the ' Perſon, 0 


Fong 9 our "Sa 

ſomewhat different. 

the mgdern Unitarians: Py i5. poo = 
our preſent. Inquiry ;; 5 which i 15 COnCern- 
ing the Trinity, not- concerning | the 
Perſon of our Saviour; That. in the 
Article of the Trinity, Paul and Phe- 
11245, Were not Unitarians;. his Loxd- 
ſbip-will ' never prove, nor ever. at- - 
tempt to proveit.- 

A ,great 3h Biſhops - aſſembled, | 
(riotouſly and {c para ) guilt, 
their, Primate Paul of Samoſat 
condemned his Perſon and. Tow: Tongs ; 
brag > by nf by ras Heroine 

e en Lenobia ;. who - 
- Marks in thoſe Parts. His Lord-, 
Fro infers from- hence ;, that 'tis.-not 
from Fears, Aws .and Intereſt,. 
Orthodox have - main a 
the Doctrine of. the Trinity : no,. we- 
ſee, they afſembled and..con-- 
demned Paz ; in the Dominions. of a . 
Princeſs, who favoured., his Dodtrine. . 
Zenobia favoured . 
Paul ;, and that Antioch (where Paul. 
Was where. ifma-. 


ticks ER him,) wasunder. 


Sn 
expats monly gray | 
theſe Biſhops Vere, not 


V4 
.of —_— Ontbodex « _- he 
of contrary 


Now mit into the 


IE by: ns; 


of Aexander,. 


pine ot Me Luc 

t 
"Comjettiires of 'aPer 
bove 22co Years - after | 


wnphoyed, in oppofirrs: 


TY 


| os | 1 Ee, 7 RE anbRecks. M3; ry” gn, i i ; / | 
Er, $Þ an ils Chaper ſy 


AS bo 


ricks, "but Hereticks: 6 they rejeted 

Hemo-fios, or that the Divine Perſons 

[= BY ame Subſtanee. If they, be- 
it wasnot the Temiey, 


CE enian Sebi Cre 


would not admi of g—7vr—ogen > ch 
| not t 5, W 
Paud -cotitended- ff poking Comal of 


a the 
"Biſhop of 


- his" Lerdfhip alledyes; 
I ye —_— I 


ED "Dat mvery deed; d, deed; what'u4- 
t ken "bythe 


tonl ; 
Pri ok ET 


- ior cant the EE 
fer, tr wh we thovgh 


and, as 
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and held alſo rate Meetings. | 
Bur-his Lordfhi arges, that the | 


was wakeyy jrrieen « an Lacians But 


ke (op 
a- hn had not *i cighned  1t.- To. Tay, 
| as his Lordſhip daesy 3 they La 


 mpute'a- Citedito Lean, wed 


i afy'ts thee 

ma Cogy;vs where rom needs be al 
_—_——__ the Doctrine 
of 95th ind) ky o2 of -S _ 


SG? Dey, eouenic har man 
: Fiay,'to argue after —_ 
2s bb ard 'that-'For : 


not «behink _ oF: FRI Forge, 
fegnees, betray their fraudu- 
jun Dealing | if they<lic, there would 
be'no Forgeries. 
'To add nomore: J his Toadſhip ein 
, that D. Petavins and H: V alefins: 
EE Fe wehave in Church 
Hiſtor ove the: Conectore 
Re eafons Cardigal | Baron7us ; ; 
op facar to'the' Unitaries.” 
I is conſiderable): that 
&: we TI 


ffer'd from 


Cow Ag3N: ins 7 


he thinks, m {xpii ad ciccalin 


forme Interpretations | Cf a few Texts) x 


CE - +79 bf Il 
"ah; "ih *» 


? ae” Hos + db boils 3-44 
-&4 -. - Y 


of Scripture, by the Unitarians , and 
in attacking a few , in Mr. 
Foland's Book, Chriftianity not myſteri- 
, "Neri not what. it. was to his 


s Purpole, to eks he Mr. 
Fo Book, Brit if d heads 
Tae he hold have dealt 


k theBook; beth 
Ay : he kt have diſeaſed the 


main. Argument in it, ahd not [carpt 
only at a few Paſſages” arid thoſe too, 
ſomatgted and armed by his Repre- 
fentatio *of them *that"I-dare to af 
firm, Mr. Talarnd"Qoes' riot kriow 

own Book in the Bitibp% Repreſenti- 


tion of. it. I do no Na 


7 OH hp that. 


[ 


or th ue 01 11 
atfyed Ge {18 that to 
us ?*- Uo Wes Fig =, agdinlt the 
Trinky o th RASe, was it vritt 
with FE toſer vers; Joth it 0n- 
tajih ahy of aur Allepation 


nit che Trig of the Tithe THrbeaf3 ; 
E: not ag but 

a, Tolar #s Bock : 9 
r whic h perm ms 


TT 

Wi 
rg ou to bUintet' 7 Wh to Pk: 
that. Chriſtianity. not myfteriojts, tots, which 
his Lordfhip preſents tis with. 

As to his Exceptions 'agaivft ſome 
Interpretations of Sctipture, which he 
finds in Tone Books: of the Unitarigns : : 
we Thculd” haye enongh to 06, if we 
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went to the Preſs ( to vindicate what 
been already fo well eſtabliſht ; ) 
every time that an angry Litigant is 
in a humour, to write againſt us. His. 
Lordſhip had a Mind to | ſhevw his Joge- 
Now Learning and "Wit; and: ys 
the | Dire, to ; Savyj 47+ tie 
Suenld ohodfe * up! cones the Tein, and 
the Books of the Unitarians; pon theſe, 
be will gain (wnortal Honour: | We 
wyh tim Lack ; but be hr at = 
faye, 7 to wipe off cry 
Biz inay-the ppetr- to \he nerd, eo 
ie our+ Oppdlers : may »dafely 
05) enjdy th "Victories! We 
cu for Protiey (that: have . ho 
manner of Yenſe';, and-fof Perſons that 
have any; we are! xtaft:[thein | wich 
whatloe Hioatteat, Wekave qu: 
readonr 


weenly: revliemptat 
mee (hither from Revfov, cor 


ws.) a6 they hand: im/whr (wh 
; not as they: —— — 
Vonfivations. "The Encenms: of. the 
Church;-awho ure difthatghd from: the 


——_ y of » Preaching. thic Gul 
Js Dy noe om: in';the 
| yimernt ” Commalandi 
t how eaſy it fob them;-tocome / out 
now andthen, witha 
ſeeing, ivhether *tichome tothe: Purpoſe 
or my nily at rhe —_ Perle #n 
the for, ing atfledthekry 
efpretalicnss itarians, : 
which he!Kas -concarhed!? im 
the Opinion- of* ony Reader : -he- thall 
for: ne; enjoy - his. Sutceſs:; far my 
part'T am «enough' perſwad aid oboe 
tarther 'atgning the Matter, dhacko be ans 
ſpent: js ropes ON X/tart; 


(56) 
His Loraſhips Explication of the Trinity. 


Arete his Lordlhip has taken ſo much 
Pains, to vindicate the Doctrine of 
ſee, what kind-of 


'the Trinity ;, let--us 
'beli TL contends for. 


Mr. Bude 


tion of the reed of Ackanaſins.. Ts 
both of them interpret the Athanafian * 
Creed 3 and -then; believe it : that i 


ef it. And fo do we; that i na be. be- 
hv it according to tbe. Senſes make 
eS-4 

eos "that ; which 
Unitariansdeny Sine Pil ao 
thee my Cap then; what Proof do you 
make of his that Trinity, 
which-we oy Why, he has more 
two W. you 
concerning the ion, [the onher 


:concerning| the Foro -:But my Bro- 
ther S—th/:alſo wrote two (bigger) 
Books in both which, he blames and 
the Unitarians, as abomina- 
ble Hereticks: and yet we fo little 
think, that we have any real Difference 
with him, that we intend him an emi- 
nent Place in the Company of Unitari- 
.ans, at our next General Aſſembly. 


His Lordſhip has.a Whole Chapter z 
'tis that remarkable Chap. 6. beginning 
at pag. 68: and ng 8. p. 4Pt. the 

longeſt, or one of the longeſt, in his 
Book: to ſtate the Notion of the” Tri- 


ny and to vindicate it from Contra- 
ons. ' He wg ne Sing ens: ., 
* We; (nal iſh. 

6 the bing, mm > "5 


S2 Veen Efſence Rnd 


ob 

&« Exif ence. 
2. © Between the Unity of Nature 

<« or Eſſence,; and of Exiſtence or In- 


&« di of. Log ne Nature. 


the Notion of Per- 
« br ns oe fn a nit: Subſtance: and'in a 
e of Diviſion, of 'Se- 


« par Es he has ſpoken, fr it 
Roo... : he = he has fay > 
2..*.We muſt now diſtinguiſh the 
<« Unity which belongs to the co cominon 
< Nature, from that which belongs to 
: : Po 5:4 Unit Eee tay 
* fa e Unity of Exiſtence tay. 
” be contderd: : of 
* Either, where the og 
& the Exiſtence are the fame ;, as 
I they are.in God. 
(2)* © Or, wikey the Hillepee is 
as in tures; More- 
» MY ag og re of Exiſtence may 
«& be conlidered ; 
x8. * Either as to if If; and & it 
<« is Identity. 
2dly. © Or, as to/ others; that is, 
& as every one ſtands divided from 
& every other Individual of the ſame 
&« kind, altho they all partake of the 
” « fame common Nature or we» 
e 


a, 
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< The clearing of this, he adds, is that 
& main Point ; on which, the whole 
<« Notion of theſe Matters, depends : 
& fo in order thereto, we muſt confi- 
«der; 

1. © Whatthatis, whereby we per- 
<« ceive the Difference of Individuals? 

2, © What that is, which really 
© makes two Beings of the ſame kind 
« to be different from each other ? 


(1.) © As to the Reaſon of o#r Per-. 


&« ception of the Difference . between 
&« Tndividuals of the ſame kind; it de- 

pends, 

1. © Onthe Difference of outward 
« Accidents; Feature, Age, Meen, Ha- 
ſt 7 - : 

| 2aly. * On the Difference of inward 

« /nalities ; which we may perceive 
« by Obſervation, and which ariſe 
«from Conſtitution, Education, Com- 
&« pany, acquired Habits, &c. 

bt & As to the true Ground of the 
« real Difference, between the Ex- 
&« iſtence of one Individual from the 
«reſt ;; it depends on the ſeparate Ex- 
& ence which it hath from all others. 
« For that which gives it a Being di- 


<& {tint from all others, and divided 


& by individual Properties, is the true 
« oround of the Difference between 
« them ; and that can be no other but 
« the Will of God.----But we are not 
« yet come, by a good way, to the 
« bottom of the Matter. Truly I am 
ſorry for it ; for I am half tired alrea- 
dy ; and quite loſt, in this Labyrinth 
SS VI ET SS USSTLY 
let's go on, ſince we needs muit. © As 
« to Individuals, (ſo he proceeds, to- 
« wards the bottom) there are thelſc 
boy things to be conlidered. 
1. © Actual Exiſtence in it ſelf; 
« which hath a ode belonging to it. 
« And otherwiſe the human Nature of 


' it may be Kabbyla; 


« Chriſt, could not have been united 
<« to the Divine, but it muſt have had 
« alſo the perſonal Subſiſtence ; and 
*© conſequently, there muſt have been 
« two Perſons in Chriſt. | I ſappoſe,: 
| or Chaldee : but. 
Senle it is not. | | 

2. © A ſeparate and divided Ex- - 
* iſtence from all others; which ariſes 
<«« from the actual Exiſtence, but may 
<© be diſtinguiſhed from it. As the 
«© human Nature of Chriſt, altho it . 
© had the Fxiſftcuee proper to Being 3 . 
* yet had not a ſeparate Exiſtence, 
« after the Hypoſtatical Union. Be 
not abaſh'd, Sir; the Meaning only is : 
ſome things exiſt ſeparately, others in 
Union or Compoſition. But deep Men 
(as bis Lordſhip ſomewhere ſays of his 
Party) muſt expreſs themſelves deeply ; 
to keep up the Reputation, of what 
they (tally) call Learning : for were 
their Theorems deliver'd in plain Eng- 
liſh, they would be thought to be 
childiſh T rifles. 


3. © The peculiar manner of Sub-. ' 


* {iſtence, which lies in {ach Proper- 
ties, as are incommunicable to any 
* other : and therein conſiſts the pro- 
<© per Reaſon of Perſonality. Which 
** doth not confiſt in a mere intelligent 
Being ;, but in that peculiar manner 
of Subſiſtence in that Being, which. 
can be in no other. For when the 
* common Nature doth ſabſift in Indi- 
viduals, there is not only a ſeparate 
Exiitence ; but ſomething ſo peculiar 
to it ſelf, that it can be communi- 
* cated to no other. The downright 
Engliſh is this : Tom hath ſomething 
ſo peculiar to himſelf, that tho he is a 
Man, yet he is not Will or Ned, but 


only Tom. 


4. © There is a common Nature, 
« which muſt be joined with this mman- 
H © ner 


c«. ner of Subfitence, to make a Perſon ; 
© otherwiſe it would be a mere bb : 


« bat we never conceive a Perſon, 
& without the Efjence in conjunction 
<«. with it. But here. a 20 m4n- 
<«. ner of Contradition, mn afferting ſe- 
&© yveral Perſons, in the ſame common 
<« Nature. In Engliſh, thus: Tallnefs, 
or Leanneſs, or {Sch k 

not, alone make a Perſon: there muſt 
be ſome Effence, Nature, or Subltance, 


added to the Mode of Taline(s (fap- 


poſe, or. Leannefs) elfe mere Tallneſs 
will not be A ein th And hence it-is 
clear, as the Sun; thar there is »o 
manner of Contradittion, in aſſerting 
ſeveral! Perſons, heb as Tallneſs, Lean- 
nes, Dulneſs, when joined to ſome Ef- 
ſence or Subftance) in one and the 
ſame common Nature : as ſuppoſe, of 
Humanity. We ſhall conſider this 
poor Elution, by and by. 

: F: © The Individuals of the ſame 
« kind are ſaid to differ in Nwnber, 
& from each other ; becauſe of their 
<« different Accidents, and ſeparate Ex- 
& iſtence. Or, thus; Tom 'and Ned 
are two Men, not one Man ; becauſe 
they are ſeveral Men, and have ſeve- 
ral eferem Qualities. I think, the 

Critick might have left out the diffe- 
rent Oualities : for tho the Qualities of 
Tom and Ned were the ſame ; yet by 
only. being ſeveral, Men, they would 
be two Men, and not oye. 


' 6. © There muſt be a Separation in. 


&« Nature, where there is a Difference. 
«of Individuals of the fame kind. I 
« qo not_ ſay, an 2ftual Separation or 
& Diviſion, as. to Place z but there is, 
© and maſt be, i Nature, where one 
© common Nature ſubfiſts in ſeveral In- 
- inn. For all Individuals m 

<« divide the Species, and the common 


« Nature unites. them. Or, Will is 


ike Modes, do. 


aſt door can ſubfi 
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not Herry; the. hnman Nature is di- 
vided in thefe two Perſons ; yet they. 
are both. of them Aen,: they are not 
Camels, nor yet Dromedaries, for they. 
are united -in the human Nature, not 
in the Camel.or Dromedary-Nature. 

3. This 34ly comes but oddly, after 
Gthly; but It. us hear what it is. 
* We are now to inquire, how far. 
* theſe things wilt.holg, as to the; Per- 
« ſons in the Trinity ?” I flall anfiver, 
in ſhort ;, they will” not hold, at. all: 
and'that, for this demonſtrative. Rea- 
ſon; which, the Builder of this, intri- 
cate Labyrinth, hath unhappily . over- 
look'd. Theſe 1,2, 3; 2,1,2; 1,2, 
I, 2, 25 1, 2, 32 4þ 6 3, Ars {0 .ma- 
ny Boxes ; with eac of 'em a Myſtery. 
init : but here is the Misfortune. They: 
ſpeak of fuch Natures, as have no Ex-. 

ence but only in our Conception ;, 
mere abftrafted Natuyes, fach. as bu- 
man Nature, Camel-Nature, Angelical 
Nature, that have not a real Exitence, 
but only an imaginary : for. there is. 
really no ſuch ex:fting. thing, as. lu- 
man Nature, or Camel-Nature ; but 
they are Notions only of the Mind, 
framed by our Underſtandings, while 
they are imployeg.in conſidering wheres, 
in (or in what Properties) alt M4endo 
agree. They all agree (for, inſtance) 
in Rationality, and Riſtbility ; and, 
therefore theſe two have been named. 
by Mectapiry ficians the human Nature. 
As the Natures, of which the afore- 
aid Boxes ſpeak, are only abſtracted 
notional and imaginary Natures 3 not, 
really. exiſting Natures: fo (on the 
contrary) the Perſons in them, are not 
mere Metaphyſical Perſons, or ſuch re- 
lative Properties, that ſeveral of them 

if in the ſame rational 

Being. but they are ſuch Perſons as 
neceſſarily ſuppoſe diAtintt Subftances, 
as 


es, For in- 


as well as diſtin Properties 

ſtance, the Properties that make the 
Perſonalities of Harry and Charles, re- 
ire difſm& Subſtances, to make the 
fons of Harry and Charles : thoſe 


Pro if they exiſted only in 1 
common Nature, as the Humanity, and 
had not alſo diftinft Subſtances ;, they 
oo og mon mg + jr cs In 

e es zmaginary 
Natures or Eſſences; and of Perſons, 
who are ſo many real SubRances, They 
will not therefore hold at all in the 
Queftion of the Trinity. For the 
Bleſſed Trinity is of a juſt contrary 
Nature, to the Myſteries in the Boxes. 
In the Trinity, the Nature is a really 
exiſting Nature, 'tis a ſpiritual Sub- 
Fance, and indued with a great Num- 
ber of Divine Attributes; not an ab- 
ftracted, or mere notional imaginary 
Nature : and the Perſons are as unlike 
to the Perſons in the Boxes for the 
Divine Perſons are not diftintt Snb- 
ſtances, or real Beings; but Properties 
only in a real Being, and m an infi- 
nite Subſtarce. 

To argue, as his Lordſhip does ; 
from imaginary Natures, to a real 
Nature : and from Perſons that are 
diftin& Beings, and diſtin Subſtances , 
to Perſons which, he dares not but 
fay, they are only relative Properties it1 
the ſame (intelleRual) Subſtance and 
Being. I fay, to argue after that 
faſhion, is to ſhoot as wide of his 
Mark ; as the Natures and Perfons, of 
which he is to diſcourſe, are different : 
which is no lefs than infinitely. The 
Pains therefore he- has taken mm this 

ſxth Chapter ; which was deſig 
&d for the Strength of his whole Book, 
are loſt : and he bas all things to begiti 
anew, 

You will fay ; Have we done then, 
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with our and 


explaining and vindicat 
Trinity ? No, Sir. When be BE 
ſhip had wrote this Book ; and upon @ 


Review of it, perceived, that he had 
not ſufficiently (no nor tolerably)-ex- 
plained his Notion of the Trinity : nor 
yet what is meant, either by Perſons, 


or _— which muſt be ,ex- 
plained and diſtinguiſhed, or we ſhall 


diſpute about we know not what, and 
with we know not whom, I fay, his 
Lordfnp perceiving his Overſight; 
wrote a Preface of 62 Pages; chiefly 
to declare himſelf upon, and to-clear 
theſe Matters. I will = together 
what he hath faid, up and down, itt 
his Preface 5 which I may rightly call, 
hes Book upon ſecond Thoughts. 

The Trinity in Unity is © or indÞ 
<< vidual Subſtance, under three diffe- 
<« rent Modes of Subſiftence, p. 13. Or 
&« *tis three peculiar Properties, 1n one 
<«< and the fame Divine Natute, þ. 14. 

But more particularly; as to Perſo> 
natiry and Perſon : * A Perfonality is 
© no more buta different Mode of Sib» 
« fiftence, im the ſame common Na- 
© ture, p. 14. - 

© In created Beings, every Ptrſona- 
«© litydoth ſuppoſe a 4;#intt Subſtance, 
© But not from the Nature of Perſonas 
<« lzry, but from the Condition of the 
© Subject (or Subſtance) in which it 
* 15, Þ. 15. But I do not adviſe him, 
to _— too particularly tlie latter 

rt of this Theorem; leſt the Realifts 

tarn it into Ridicule : 'tis a ve- 
ry otmoxious Ptopoſition. 

* But when we come to conſider a 
* Divine Eſfetxce;, there can be no wa 
« of DiſtmRion concerved m i, but 
«© by difereit Modes of Subfittence : 
«© or (what is the fame) relative Pros 
« _ in the ſame Divine Effence. 
þ. 16, 

In 
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In ſhort then ; a Perſonality is only 
a particular Mode of Subſiftence ;, and 
in the Divine Nature. Efſence or Sub- 
ſtance; 'tis moſt properly called arela- 
tive Property. For inſtance : Paternity 
or ative Generation; Fil:ation, or pal- 
five Generation, or begotten. So much 
for Madam PERSONALITY, now 
for Sir PERSON. 

& The Notion of a Perſon, beſides 
<« the relative Property; comprizes the 
« Divine Nature, together with it, 
þ. :7. And again, in his Book, at 
Pp. 119. © They agreed in the name 
« Perſons, to expreſs their Meaning ; 
&« which was: That there are three 
<« which have diftini Subſiftences, and 
& incommunicable Properties; but one 

and the ſame Divine Eſſence. You 
are to wot here, Sir ; that by the D:- 
vine Nature, or Divine Eſſence, they 
mean the Deity it ſelf: that is, the D:- 
vine Subſtance with its ſeveral Attri- 
butes, Omniſcience, Omnipotence, in- 
finite Juſtice and Goodneſs, and the 
reſt. Theſe (namely, the Divine Sub- 
ſtance, and Attributes) are called the 
Divine Nature, or Eſſence : and be- 
cauſe herein are three relative Proper- 
ties, unbegotten, begotten, a proceed- 
ing ; therefore each of - theſe Proper- 
ties, when conſider'd with the Divine 
Eſſence and Attributes, is called a Per- 


07, 
x But here his Lordſhip is in bodily 
Fear, leſt this Explication of the Tri- 
nity, or three Divine Perſons, ſhould 
be taken for Sabellianiſm ; and there- 
fore be underſtood to be an entire 
yielding the Cauſe to the Unitarians. 
The Men ——— Im _ os 
atation, are ihe Kealift Party; cneny 
Dr. Cudworth > who faith of this Ex- 
plication, that it is * the Philoſophy 
« of Gotham anominal Trinity ; and 


& three ſach Perſons as cannot be in 
© Nature. But ſee now, how dexte- 
rouſly his Lordſhip comes off, 

© It is not Sabellianiſm, to teach ; 
© that every Divine Perſon is a Perſon, . 
« as he hath the Divine Nature [E{- 
* ſence or Subſtance] belonging to 
© him. For Sabell;aniſm is the aiſert- 
&« ing ſuch relative Perſons, as have no 
& Efjence at all. p. 18, 19. So that if 
the Unitarians do but confcfs, that the 
three Properties (unbegotten, begotten, 
and proceeding) which are here called 
RELATIVE PERSONS, ſubſiſt (or 
are) in the Divine Eſſence, or Nature; 
they are not Sabellians, but Catho- 
licks : they ſhould be Sabellians, if 
they faid, theſe Properties are in no 
Eſſence at all. But I think, they muſt 
be called Fools, as well as Sabellians z 
if they aſſerted relative Properties, .or 
any Properties that were in no Eſſence. 
I perceive, his Lordſhip and we ſhall 
agree. But let us hear alſo how he 
2OCS ON. 

« Farthermore it is to be noted 
« that there is a Communication of 
© the Divine Eſſence, to each Divine 
© Perſon, p. 19. For each Divine Per- 
© {on has ar abſolute Nature, diftinftly 
« belonging to him: tho not a diftinit 
© abſolute Nature, p.g9. The eternal 
<« Father is, and fſubſiſts as a Father ; 
« by having a Son, and by communi- 
« cating his Efſence to another. The 
© Relation between Father and Son, is 
& founded on that eternal A#; by 
© which the Father communicates his 
© Divine Nature [Effence or Sub:iance} 
© tothe Son. p. 10. Laſtly, he adds, 
at p. 112. of his Book : © The Divine 
<« Perſons are diſtin, as to perſonal 
& Properties ;, (he means, the Father is 
& wnbegotten, the Son begotten, the 
« Holy Spirit (neither begetting, or 

( 


« never be one Aﬀ. 3.T 
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&« begotten, but) proceeding : ] but they 
« ire not diſtin, as to eſſential Ar- 
« ;ributes: 1. e. they have not diſtin& 
Omniſciencies, or ' Omnipotencies ; 
they have but one Intelle&, and one 
Energy. 

You will ſay, Sir, this /a5# is very 
found : that unbegotten, begotten, and 
proceeding, are diftntt Properties, in 
the Divine Eſſence; and that there is 
but one Omniſcience, and Omnipo- 
tence, but one Omniſcient and Omni- 
potent, not three Omniſcients or three 
Omnipotents. But may there not be a 
Snake in the Graſs, in what is ſaid, 
that there is a Communication of the 
Divine Eſſence ;, and that the Father 
by an immanent and eternal Act, com- 
municates his Divine Nature to the 
Son ? By no Means; for you ſhall hear 
from the Biſhop of Sarum, and the Di- 
vines of the Schools; nay (for greater 
Surety and Caution) from Dean Sher- 
lock, and the Fathers; what that eter- 
nal Aft is, by which the Father com- 
municates the Divine Eſſence to the 
Son, and both of them to the Spirit ; 
as alſo what is meant by Father, Son, 
and.Spirit : nothing I affure you, that 
any Unitarian ever queſtioned ; but 
what we believe, as ſincerely, as Bi- 
ſhops and Deans do. I pray, Sir, ob- 
ſerve; we are inquiring what is the 
eternal Af, by which the Divine Eſ- 
ſence ts communicated to the. Divine 
Perſons: and what thoſe Perſons are ? 
Let us firſt hear Dr. Sherlock, who faith, 
he hath all the Fathers of his ſide. 

He affirms, 1. © It is effential, to 
« an eternal Mind, ro: know it ſelf; 
« and fo love it ſelf. 2. Original Mind, 
« or Wiſdom, or Knowledg of it ſelf, 
& and Love of it felf, and of its own 
<« Image, are diftinf As; and can 

hele three 


« Acts being fo diſtin, that they can 
© never be the ſame, mult be three 
« ſubſt.iatial AFs in God ; that is, the 
© three (Divine. ſubſiiting) Perſons. 
© 4. Theſe then are the true and pro- 
« per Characters of the diſtin&t Per- 
© ſons in the Trinity ; the Father is 
© Original Mind or Wiſdom. The 
& Son 1s the reflex Knowledg of himſelf, 
© [namely, of Original Mind] or the 
« perfect Image of his own Wiſdom : 
© that is, of the Wiſdom of Original 
« ind, The Holy Spirit is that Di- 
« ine Love, which Father and Son 
© have for each other.—All Men who 
* know the Fathers, know that this is 
&« their conſtant Language. Vindic. of 
the Trin. p. 130. . To make this Teſti- 
mony the more conſiderable, the Au- 
thor intimates in the laſt Paragraph but 
one of his Preface; that in writing 
this Book, he muſt thankfully own, he 
was divinely afliſted. If you will not 
take the Word of Dr. Sherlock, and the 
conftant Language of the Fathers ;, then 
hear the Biſhop of Sarum, with all. 
the School-Divines, and the univerſal 
Church. © They conceived, that the. 
«© primary Att of the Divine Eflence, . 
« 1s its Wiſdom; this they thought. 
« might be called the Sor, as. being 
© the Generation of eternal Mind. 
« From this Fountain-Principle, eternal 
«© Mind, andthe inward WORD, or- 
<« Logos, or Wiſdom; a Love did ifſue 
<« forth, which was to be the Soul of 
< the Creation, and more particularly 
« of the Church.-----This was reſted 
* on,. and became the univerſally-re- 
* ceived Explication of the Trinity ; 
« and was drefſed up by the Schools . 
* with a great deal-of dark Nicety. 

Diſcourſe to Clergy, p. 99: 7 
Now, Sir, lay. your hand 'on your 
Heart 3 and anſwer, like a true Unita- 
ria. 


any of the queſtion 
this Trinity; the Trinity, our very 
Oppoſers 54 of the Schools, the Fa- 


thers, -and the univerſal Church, Name- 
ly, 1. One 'Divine Nature, Efſence, 
or Subſtance ; with one only Omni- 
ſence and Omnipotence : and conſe- 
y, with one only Intelle&t, and 
ower of Aﬀtion. 2. Three Properties, 
alles {by the Bp. of Worceſter) R E- 
LATIFVE PERSONS, viz. Un- 
begotten eterval Mind, Reflex or begot- 
ten Knowledg or Wiſdam, and Dune 
Love ing from both. This, 
from elves, ts what they mean by 
s, in the Trinity; and Commu- 
mcation aa of the Divine N__—_ without 
Diviſzon or —_— , by immanent 
and Eternal Afts. 

1 confeſs, I fear mnch ; that were 
Dr. :Cudworth alive, that great Divine 
and Philofopher, would either reaſon, 
as wa us out of this Gibbertſh : he 

conſtrain us, to return to the 
Language of Scripture, abont theſe 
Matters. And i 1s moſt true, that 
theſe Terms are not to be found, either 
im Holy Scripture; or in the Creeds, 
oy General Councils, of the 
holick Church. They were fir(t 
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advanced by fome particular Fathers, 
_ ally St. Actin in his 15 Books 
e 


Tr 'n*t1e;, were taken up (from 
them) by the Divines of the Ak that 
is, of the middle Ages ; and have been 
confirmed by the conſtant Uſe of the 
Moderns,orDivines of the two laſt Ages. 
We declare openly, and therein confifts 
our whole Hereſy, that we like 'em not ; 
not orily as they are wnſcriptural 
wan in RI IE US is : mo 
juſt Exception ers very W 
Reafons ; but becauſe by their dange- 
_ mg... they give rag 4 

erely ; not only among the e 
but even.among Learned Men. ket 
are the Terms that have occaſioned the 
Hereſy of the Realifts, or Tritheiſts; 
maintained at this time, by divers 
Learned Men among ns. Yet for Peace 
ſake, we admit the Terms, interpret- 
ed in the known Senſe of the Charch : 
which Senſe, we png, the ' 
of Worceſter, and Sarum, Ur. S---th, 
and the Oxford-Heads, have (as we 
have ſeen already) rightly underſtood, 
and (eſpecially Dr. S---th, in his La- 
tin Letters, nnder the Name of a Tranſ 
marine Divine) dextronſly declared. I 
may paſs, I think, to the laft thing to 
be conſidered. 


The Conciliation of Dr. S—th and Dean Sherlock. 


R. Sherlock, in his Books againſt whe 
Unitarians, had taken rhis for his 
Ground and Foundation ; that the three 
Divine Perſons are three erernal infinite Spi- 
rits, each of them 4 God: bur the three 
Gods are made up again into one God, by 
being internal jon parc egg ane anothers 
Operations 

Rn % in two ( Engliſh ) Books, 
by him written, and in three Latin Letrers, 
EXcerts againſt rhis Explication of the Tri- 
nity ; as falfe, heretical, and diretMy incro- 


ducing three Gods, He faith, as we do; 
that the Deity is one namerical individual 
Nature, Snbftance, Mind, Spirir ; with one 
only Underſtanding, Will, and Energy. 
As to the Drvine Perſons, they are the one 
mdividual Nature or Efence of God, wich 
three Relative Preperties : each Property 
conſider'd with the Divige Efleace, is called 
a Perſon. What theſe Properties and Per- 
ſans are, hath been ſaid already. 
The Bp. of Worcefter, ſeeing in what dan- 
ger an old Friend is, undertakes ; firſt, ro 
excuſe 


©. lar RE Re hb 


excuſe Dr. Shertve, from-the Impurartion 
of Hereſy: and then, to reconcile” him to 


Di. $—4h and the Nominal. He inlarges © 


himſelf, on rhete three Potars. 

I. That Dr. Sherl>ck's Explicarion, nor 
only will do no [manner of Service, to- 
wards clearing the- Difficulties in the- Do- 
Qrine of the Trinity 3 bur that © ir intro- 
« duces 4 ſpecifick Divine Nature: which is 
«© jncontiftent with the Divine Perfeftions. 
Pref. Þ. 29. 

(Brtr 4 at Þ. 30. © Tis. impoſſible ro 
<« conceive, that the ſame individual Sub- 


« ſtance ſhould be ir three Perſons; as the 


& Cathnlick Church teaches : if thoſe Perſons 
« have peculiar Subſtances, of their own ; 
as Dr. Sherlock affirms and contends. Imme- 
diately he cites an excellent Reaſoning of 
Maimonides, by which ro know, when Men 
affirm three Gods ; and concludes, that 
Dr. Sherlock's Explication differs nor- from 
what Maimonides proyes to be ar inetrodu- 
cing more Gods, p. 39- He forbears-nor- to 
own, at Þ. 31. that he thinks it © impoſſi- 


& ble to reconcile (Dr. Sherlock's) three in- 


dfvidual Efſences or Subſtances, with (the 
&« Catholich' Churches _) one individual Divine 
&« Fffence : and 'thar the former looks too 
« like aſſerting three Gods, and yet but one, 

2. But now, how to fave his Friend, from 
the ſecular Arm ?. He ſays, in ſhort ; Dr. 
Sherlock holds the Article of the Trinity, and 
only miſtakes in the Explication of: it : bur 
it is not Hereſy, he ſajth, when a Man aflents 
ro a Fundamental Article; and only miſtakes 
in the Explication, . Interpretation, or Senſe 
of it. Pref. Þ. 22, 23+ : 

Bux I fear, our Brother S——th.' is too 
quick-fighted, to let this paſs; he will aſ- 
ſuredly ſay : that an Arricle, whether 
fundamental or not fundamental, and 'the 
Explication or Senſe of ſuch, Article, are 
the very ſame thing; and that an Article 


falſly interpreted or explained, is by no-means 


the Article, buta ContradiRion ro the Arti- 
cle. He will certainly laugh our, that his 
Antagoniſts ean be no way excuſed from He- 
reſy; bur by giving up, at once, the whole 
Dottrine of the Catholick Church. For the 
Dodrine of the Church, is moſt certainly 
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15. not. holding the: Article in the true 
Meaning of it; but in any Meaning, in a: 
falſe Meaning, ors a: contrary Meaning, I: 
ſhall leave Dr. S—tb, to argue ic out. with 
the Bp. and paſsto the next. 

3- He alledges, laft of all; that, tho Dr.. 
Sherlock - affirms. three individual Efſences, 
three ererual' Minds, three infinice Spirits.z; 
which is Hereſy : yer he alſo ſays, © the 
*- Father communicated his Divine Na-- 
<* rure or Eſſence, wholly and intirely, wo 
< the Son and Spirir, without Diviſow;or - 
« Separation; which ix Orthodoxy. We ought: 
therefore te ſay, Dr. Sherlock; has only-con+- 
traditied. himſelf, bur.is not 4 -Heretich:; . He 
holds whas indeed is Herefy, three Subſtances, , 
three Minds, and three Spirits ; buthe holds: 
alfo the Truth, one individual Subſtance, one: 
Deity. His Lordſhip rouches upon this; ,di-- 
vers times; as well im his Book, as. in his 


Preface : nay he is ſo ſatisfied with it, thas.:  - 


at Þ. 107, he cannot (he ſaith) now-ſee ; 
whar 1s the difference, between Dr.S—thand: 
his Nominals,and Dr.Shertock and the Realifts.. 
The ſhore of this Defence, is ; thae if one. 
part of 4 Contradidtion is.true:and orthodox, . 
the other falfe-and hererical : the. Perfon aks- 
firming ir, ſhall: be+ denominared,, not from: 
his Hereſy ; bur from the orthedox Part of, his:, 
Contradiftion, For my'part,. I very readily-, 
agree, to this (charitable) way, of bringing + 
off che Dr. bur then, Jer the Chariry be: | 
Catholick; let us extendittoorhers, as 
as ro him ; andelfe iis nor.Charity,, but Par- - 
tiality, A-Modey- of Herefy and:Qrthodoxy;, , 
his Lordſhip ſays, isro be named. a-parte ps-- 
tiori;, from-the ſound part, without ing. 
at all of the-unſound.: bur-then, I pray; le.- 
Philoponus, Foachim, and Gentilzs, be judg-- 
ed by the ſame Law. For they ſaid, as the 
Doftor does ; three infinite Subſtances, three - 
eternal Minds and Spirits : and they afferte : 
alſo, as he does, one Deity, . one Eſſence, . 
and one Subſtance, by the mutual A | 
OI : 


(64) 


of * the Perſons; the Subordination of the ments in thefe high Queſtions : with 
ſecond, and third, to the firſt ; and the.con- © interpoſing, much lefs cenſuring either | 7 
cxrrence of all of them to the Making and * Parry ; ſo long as they ſubſcribe; and cons . "3 
Governmentof the World ; while Dr. Sher- *© ſent to the general Dottrine of the Churchs, © 
lock reſolves the whole Unity of the Deity, They allow their Writers co ſay, there'are -/ 


my ; <2, 
ok 


RY 


and of the' Divine Subſtance, -inro only the 
mutual Conſciouſneſs of the three Perſonal 
Gods. - And this, nor only in all lis former 
Books ; bur in his laſt Pamphler, or the Di- 
\ ftinfion- between Nominal and Real Trinitari- 


ans examined, in Anſwer to the Diſintereſted : 


A-Book ſo'monſtrouſly erroneous, that if it 
eſcapes all orher hands; I think verily his 
Second againſt the Jeſuit Sabrand, would 
take up Arms againft him ; the Foot-boy 
would dere, and expoſe, his groſs Hete- 
rodoxies. 

"We have heard his Lordſhip's way of end- 
= all-Controverſies, concerning the Bleſ- 
ſed Friniry ; that is ro fay, among Friends, 
Perſons of the ſame Church and Commu- 
nion : namely, if they will bur ſay, what 
all have always ſaid, even Arius, Philoponus, 
Dr. Sherlock and Socinus ; that there 1s bur 
one Deity, and one Divine Subſtance : ler 'em 
contradi# this, as much as they will, provi- 
ded they do not (abſolurely, and in Terms) 
renounce it ; they ſhall be Catholicks. 
Dr. Pain, in his Letter to my Lord the Bp. 
of R. has much the ſame Salvo. For at- 
rer he had ſaid (Poſiſcr. p. 25.) that God or 
. the Triniry is an Original Efcrnal Mind , 
with an Eternal: Logos (Wiſdom) or Sub- 
ſtantial Ennoia or Knowledg ; and-an Erernal 
Divine Spirit proceeding from both : He 
concludes (p. 26.) thar © whoſoever believes 
« this Trinity, whether with or wichour 
« Explications, whether with right or with 
« wrong Explications ; he is undoubredly 
« Orthodox. And at Þ. 11. he commends 
the wiſe Biſhops of the Roman Church ; 
who, tho they have Plenirude of Ecclefiaſti- 
cal Authority, ſuffer the Jeſuits and other 
[Learned Men, to vent their different Senti- 


three Gods, in a Perſonal Senſe ; or three Pery= > 
ſonal Gods : and to profels, three Eternals, _ © 


and three Omnipotents, But then he faith, - k: 


this Favour 1s extended, only ro Fri 


one another ; to Sons of the Church : for:. 
if Men of another Communion, make the.. 
leaſt Trip in explaining what is above all 
Explication, nay is incomprehenfible and :. 

unintelligible; immediately they ſhall be., 
charged with Blaſphemy, and Atheiſm. He:;. 2? 


(not obſcurely) intimates ; that the like .. + * 
Chriſtian Charity, Love, and good Will, (fo 
he ſpeaks p. 13.) ſhould be u _—_ 
reſtanrs, eſpecially among Clergy-men, who. ®: 
are of the ſame Faith, If our Friend 
S---thaccords ro this, ſo will we : for we are... © 
of the ſame Faith with the Engliſh Church, * 
for the Church of England never believed or-. 
taught three Eternal All-perfet Minds and 
Spirits ; the denial of which, is the only . 
Hereſy of which we are guilry : we ſabmic 
to all other Explications of the Trinity, tho 
(as we have ſaid) we utterly diſlike ſome.. 
Words and Ways of expreſſing them. | 

His Lordſhip has alſo reprinted his Book, 
concerning the SatisfaFtion ; with a new Pre- 
face, to it. What he hath affirmed there, 
concerning that Point ; more than has been 
granted, and aflented to, in theſe (and 20 
more publick) Papers ; is nor the Doftrine, 
either of rhe Catholick Church, or of the 
Church of England : *ris only the (unautho- 
riſed) Opinion and Fancy , of particular 
Writers; who are as various about thoſe Mat- 
ters, as they are about moſt others. 

My Concluſion, Sir ; ſeeing we have been 
ſo roughly, as well as unjuſtly, treated by 
cheſe Antagoniſts ; _ ſiall be only to your 
ſelf: Thar I am, 


March 10. 
1696, 


(With much Ref} 
and Action) g 
Tours. 


FINIS. 


ends, ro., 


among Pro-. 


